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e POWER of the Lower Houſe of Convocation to Adjourn 
it ſelf, vindicated from the Miſrepreſentations of a late Paper, En- 
tituled, A Letter to a Friend in the Country, concerning the 
Proceedings of the Preſent (onvocation. 


Perſons as we eſteem and revere : and 

yet this is the hard Fate of the Lower 

in Convocation 5; who have found them- 

kres oblig d either to contend with their Biſhops, 
for the Rights of their Houſe, or to give up the 
Constitution of an Engliſh Synod, and betray the 
Truſt lodg'd in them by the Clergy of the Pro- 


nnce, 

They had Hopes however that the Scene of this 
Dpute might have lain intirely within themſelves : 
lad therefore, though they were not inſenſible of 
te Advantage of an Early Appeal to the World, in 
Quſe, where Truth was ſo much on the one ſide, 
nd Power on the other, yet they forbore to make 
oe of that Advantage ; expecting that Time, and 
inder Searches, would either have convinc'd their 
ladſhips where the Right lay, or at leaſt have ſug- 
led to them ſome Expedient for the Amicable 
xxmmodating this Difference, without a recourſe 
lb the Publick. 

Butin this, as well as in ſeveral other their moſt 
leſonable Expectations, the Clergy find themſelves 
tei d; my Lords the Biſhops having ſuffer d a Vin- 
Wtion of their Proceedings, and Pretenſions to be 
male publick; and by that means ſet the Members 
ide Lower Houſe looſe from thoſe Reſtraints, 
Mich they had hitherto thought themſelves in De- 
eq bound to obſerve. Whether this Conduct 
Kzpreeableto their Lordſhips high Wiſdom, or of 
kl Service to their Cauſe, a little Time will ſhew. 

The Paper which contains their Vindication, be- 
u vith a Complaint of Imperfect Accounts, and 
Lone Unaccurate Repreſentations of things, diſ- 
by Letters into the Country; and this Letter 
telfhath unhappily added to the Number of them: 

Relation there given of the Proceedings of 

WMocation, being not only lame and imperfect 
bent Points of Moment, which it has either 
if d, or dilguis d, but incontiſtent with Truth 

nſome chief Circumttances of it; as will evi- 
appear, when a full and dittinct Account of 


[s the uneaſieſt thing in the World to 
be forced upon a Diſpute with ſuch 


the ſeveral Steps taken by either Houſe, throughout 
the Courſe of this Diſpute, ſhall be given to the 
World. In the mean time, it may not be amiſs to 
furniſh the Reader with one Inſtance of this kind, by 
which he may make a judgment of the Sincerity ot 
the Writer of this Letter. 

The Diſpute between the Two Houſes concerning 
the Power of Adjournment, took its Riſe from the 
Words, in hunc Locum, in the Archbiſhop's Sche- 
dule of Adjournment ; by which his Grace conceiv'd 
the Lower Clergy oblig'd to meet the Piſhops, not 
only at the Time, but Place alſo to which he ad - 
journ'd : And therefore, in ſeveral of his Schedules, 
to the Words, in hunc Locum, he added theſe o- 
thers, vulgd vocat Feruſalem Chamber; which 
were to explain, and determine the Senſe of the for- 
mer. By this Seheme, the Lower Clergy were ex- 
pected to attend at the Feruſalem-Chamber every 
Morning, with their Prolocutor at the Head of them, 
before they could meet in their own Houſe, and ſay 
Prayers: And the Archbiſhop's Adjournments be- 
ing uſually to any time between the hours of 8 and 
11, and his Grace and the Biſhops therefore at liber- 
ty to chuſe the firſt, or the laſt minute of that Term 
to meet in; conſequently the Prolocutor and Clergy 
were bound to wait all that time, in a Place no 
ways convenient for ſuch an Attendance, and at a 
very rigorous Seaſon. This Doctrine was as unrea- 
ſonable, as the Practice was unprecedented ; and 
yet the Lower Houſe, to ſhew their Inclinations to 
Peace, contented themſelves with appointing a 
Committee to examine Precedents, and ſubmitted 
to it in the Interim, with a ſalv Fure. Upon 
ſearch, it appear'd that this Pretence was altogether 
Novel, and groundleſs, and the Clergy therefore re- 
turn'd in ſome time to their Ancient Practice; but 
not with the expreſs Conſent of the Upper Houſe, 
in reſpect of whom this Diſpute remains ſtill unde- 
termined. For tho' in his Grace's Schedules, the 
Explanatory Words, ve vocat Feruſ. Chamber, 
were afterwards omitted ; yet the Obligation of 
the Lower Clergy to attend there every day, by vir» 
tut of the Words, #3 8 Locum, was never for- 
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mally diſclaim'd by the Biſhops ; nor can it, con- 
jutemly with the preſent Scheme they are upon, be 
erer diſclaim'd by them. This Leading, and as yet 
Undecided Queſtion, might, one would have 
tought, have been mention'd ſomewhere in an Ac- 
coun of the Proceedings of the Preſent Conveca- 
con. Rut it would have manifeſted to the World 
what a degree of Servitude my Lords the Biſhops en- 
dearour'd from the very Entrance of this Convoca- 
tion to impoſe upon the Cileigy; and their Advo 
cate therefore dext'rovily ſlipp'd over it. 

But the Areifices of this Paper, which are very 
many, may probably be the Subject of ſome other 
Pen; and therefore I have given the Reader only a 
Iaſte of them; reſolving to contine my felt, in 
what follows, to the Conſideration of one Single 
Point, the Point of 4djournments. Upon which 
I ſhall. firit, briefly ſtate the Dzfference at preſent 
depending between the Two Houſes : I ſhall then 
ſhew the Grounds and Reaj/ons, which induc'd the 
Lower Houſe to conclude that they had an urque 
ttionable Right of Adjournmg themſelves ; and, 
after that, take off the Prejudices rats'd againſt this 
Right, and the Arguments made ule of to invalidate 
the Claiin of it. 

The true State of the Difference, when free'd 
trom thoſe Incidental Diſputes, with which it may 


be perplex'd, is plainly this; Whether the Aajou 


ment of the Lower Houſe of Convocation be n- 
cirded within that which is made in the Upper, and 
which wants only to be tranſmitted, and lignity d 
below, in order to take place thrre? Or, whether 
it be an Act of the Lower Houſe it ſelt, ſpringing 
from its own znermiſick Autherity 2 In other 
Words Where the proper Seat of that Power is, 
by which the Lower Houſe is Adjourn'd? Whether in 
the Horſe it ſelſ, or in my Lord Archbiſhop ; act- 
ing either by his own Sole Authority, or with the 
Conſent of the Suffragans of his Province? I take 
it to be clear. that the Sear of this Power of ad- 
journing the Houſe, is in the Houſe it felt, for theſe 
tollowing Reaſons. 

1 The very Tir of this Queſtion, one would 
think, ſhould be ſufficient to decide it. The Doubt 
is. Whether the Lower Houſe of Convocation have 
the Power of Adjournment ? A Donbt, which an- 
ſwers it ſelf: For if it be an Horſe, it mutt have 
ſoch a Power. 


ſaci Debates. and framitig ſuch Reſolutions, a Right 
of Siet and Riſing at Diſcretion, that 1s, of ad- 
journing it lf The want of any of theſe Three 
Riyhts particularly of the Lalt, deſtroys the Nature 
of an Houſe, and Gdeicats the Ends of it. For 
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to what purpoſe is the Ri 

bate, and Final Diſſent Vet hu, geh aße De e 
to be at the Mercy of that other Body from WI w Bb 
they are allow'd to diſſent, as to the m of - 5 
S. ion, and liable to be inrerrupred by then hy | 
their Debates and Proceedings 2 This is cards 1 3 
Clergy a Negative as to the End, but not as — 4 | 
Means, which are ncceſſary to come at that E- 4: ; i 
It is acknowledging a Privilege to belong to wy 1 
independently of the Upper Houſe, and yet makes - | 
them to depend on the Upper Houſe for the . = | 
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ciſe of this Privilege: As it it were not all one m I 
to have a thing, and not to be at liberty to uſe it * M; 
Theſe are no Airy Speculations, but ReatoninoY 
drawn from the known Nature of the thin "ry 0 
cours d of; the Notion of an Houſe being as dn af 7 
and determin d, and as well underſtood by ys 11 10 
the Political, as in the Common and Ordiraryl n! 
Senſe of the Word, upon the Account of the Cn. 
ſtitution of our Parliaments. Ti true, we are to14 c 
that there is no arguing from a Parity in Conſ?1t il fit! 
tion between a Parliament and a Convocation [ Le: 
Pag 2. Col. x | I grant there is not, in All Caf: 1 bel 
but ſurely in Some there is; and particularly, vbere be. 
ever the Conititution of the One is known to be de . 
riv'd from, and adapted to that of the Other; e 
the Caſe is, in reſpect of the Diviſion of the Como tt: 
cation into Two Houſes. This particular Frame oi Eb 
an Eu, ys Synod was, doubtleſs, taken from th po 
Model of an Engliſt Parliament; becauſe no Synod = 
in the World, but Engliſh ones, are ſo conſtituted r 
And therefore the Argument from Parity of Conti . 
tut ian mult thus far be allow'd to hold; that, ina 
the Diſtinction of the Convocation into Two Houle =! 
was horrowed from the Parliament, thoſe Hou/e8 "7 
mult be truly and properly ſuch in the Parſiameta *!) 
ry meaning of the Term. Not that the Two Houſ 
of Convocation mult needs, upon this bottom, ba 
exactly the ſame Rights and Privileges with thoſe oY” # 
Parliament; in this there may be a great Variety: BA 
all thoſe Rights and Privileges, that are abſolute '#": 
and indiſpenſab!y neceſſary to the Being of an Hau 
in the Parliamentary Senſe of the Word),they muſ :* Al 
have, by Virtue of their Origin and Alliance: An 
theſe can be no fewer, I have (aid, than the Rg e 
of Separate Dehates, of a Neyave, and of 144 Te e 
ſourument. = 
The true way therefore, of cutting this Diſput Qt 
ſhort, would be, to deny the Lower Clergy, even aach 
atter the Cuoice and Approbetion of their Pro 
cutor, to be ay Houſe. This was much thougug ue, 
of, and talk'd of at the beginning of the Debateil Cer, 
while ſome of the Diſputants were as yet Raw U "eee 
their Knowledge of ſuch Matters: But a little Search 40 
and Retlection convinc d them, that this Poſt ue — 
* pa 


not to be maintain'd;and therefore they have quitteq 


it. L 1s po:tible however, hen tue are driven out \ 


- 
N 


ere 

nd thus ll tk 
; Synodi predifte. And thus allo I ta 

the — be in 2 Adjournments of Conyocati 


e 
| Hen el Jimum— 
cr 


du to its being form d into Two Diſtinct and 
lr Houſes; however they may run in the 
ume of the Archbiſhop, or of the Archbiſhop. 
nd his Suffragans (as, I think, they ſometimes do 
wt they include and ſuppoſe the Conſent of t 
lover Clergy, then preſent when theſe Adjourn- 
ents are fee. 

[gon the Whole, it appears that They who plead 
tris Graces Power of Proroguing the whole Con- 
«ation, do in his behalf advance not only an Un- 
armteble, but a Dangerous Claim: For if the 
eral Authorities of Aſſembleong and Proroguing 
un Arbitrary manner, without Conſent of the 
by} mutually inferr each other, as the Ad of Sub- 
hen and the Reaſon of the thing ſeem mani- 
Why to imply; it ſhould be conſider d. whether 
te archbiſhop's Prorogumg the whole Convocation, 
vn Own Power, would not involve a Claim of 
{ſenbling it alſo by his own Power; which with 
wit Pains and Penalties it is attended, the Statute 
worms us. ; 

. Another way of proving the Power of Ad- 
yuoments to be in the Lower Houſe is, from the 
luring of Committees, by the ſole Autbority of the 
Buſ, in the Intervals of its Seſſions. That the 
rer Clergy have appointed ſuch Committees, 
thout ſo much as acqua int ing the Biſhops with it ; 
tat theſe Committees have accordingly Sat, and 
ine Buſineſs, when the Convocation was up; is ſo 
znifeſt 28 to admit no Denial, and to need no 
Int, Now the Lower Houſe was certainly at 
lierty. to have Sat at theſe Times, when it Order'd 
V Committees to Sit: For this I take to be a ſure 
ad fel. erident Rule, that no Committee of any 
dy can Sit by Authority from that Body, but 
ten the Body it ſelf might have ſat, if it pleaſed. 
r Committee ſubſiſts by a Power deriv'd from 
* Houſe ; and if the Houſe therefore canriot Sit, 
in the Committee doth, it Communicates a 
wer which it hath not in it ſelf. The Practiſe of 
tlwoHouſes of Parliament makes this plain, which 
err act by Committees, but when they could at 
lame moment have ated as Houſes, it they bad 
et fit ; and never therefore appoint ſuch 
Mmuttees upon a Prorqg ation, becauſe then their 
wer of acting azHcuſcs determines and conſequent- 
ber Power of Deputing others to act for them. 
when the King Adjourn'd the whole Parliament 

ton, or otherwiſe (as, in Elder Times, 
ſequently did), no Committee of either Houſe 
ku ot, becauſe the Houſes were not Adjourn'd 
ler Opn. Au bor y; and the Commitee of an 
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Adjourn'd Houſe can Sit by no A but that 
which Adjourn'd it. Thus the Judges and Attorny 
General declar'd" upon a Debate in the Houſe of 
Lords, May 31, 1621. And to their Opinion, as 
juftifiable both by Reaſon, and Precedents, the 
Lords and the King afterwards agreed. | See un. 
Proc.] If then the Archbiſhop, by Hinoſelf, or 
with his Suffragans Concurrence, Adjourns the whole 


| Convocation, no Committee of the Lower Houſe 


can Sit, at their Own Appointment, during' fach 
Adjouruments; which yet _— indiſpu- 
tably done: And when they did ſo, did 
it upon a Suppoſition, that the Power of Adjourn- - 
ing was in themſelves, and not in the Archbiſhop. 
And this Suppoſition was then allowed on all Hands: 
For otherwiſe, ſome Foot · ſteps would have been - 
left of the Upper Houſes 8 Right of 
tlie Lower in this reſpect; which is far from 
the Cafe : For tho there are Repeated Inſtances 
thisbractiſe Below. in divers Succeſſive Convocations. 
yet is there no appearance that ever the leaſt 
cept ion was taken to it Above; no, not in the 
Convocation * ſelf, in which — Lower 3 
not permitted quietly to exerciſe One g. 
which the Upper could have any Handle, or Colour 
to Diſpute with them. es 
4. Let us ſuppoſe the Power: of Adjourning the 
whole Synod to be in the Archbiſhop, and conſider 
a little the Abſurd and Miſebie vous Conſequences 
attending this Suppoſu ion. For at this rate hie 
Grace's Power over the Conv. when form'd, will be- 
greater than what the Crown it ſelf ever practis d ;. 
which Prorogues or Adjonrns the Convocation with 
the Parliament only; but leaves it to fit; or not to 
fit, at intermediate Times, as it ſees beft : Whereas - 
his Grace, by this Scheme, hath it in his Power to 
quaſh even theſe Intermediate Seflions, and to pre- 
vent the Diſpatch of all manner of Buſineſs. For 
he can Adjourn the whole Synod to what Diſt amt 
Day he pleaſes; and when they are re-aſſembled, . 
can diſmiſs them again, as ſoon as be pleaſes; and 
thus is poſſeſs d of an Authority, which can defeat 
the very Ends of the Ailembly, and the ' Intentions 
of the King's Summons. An Authority, which the 
Conſtitution cannot be ſuppos d to have  lodg'd- 
in any Single Hand, as carrying in it too great a 
Check upon the Royal Supremacy, and giving Him, 
that is inveſted with it, a Power of Legally deſtroy- 
ing the Conſtitution it ſelf, that 1s, of rendring it 
Uſeleſs, and Impracticable, as far as Synods are con- 
cern'd. So that when any Future Prince ſhall ariſe, 
who bath Thoughts of ſubverting our Church Eſta- 
bliſhment, and knows that the Firft and largeſt Step- 
towards it, is by ſuppreſſing Convocations; he hath 
nothing to do for the Attainment of this End, but 
only to make an Archbiſhop, who ſhall be ready to 


exert. 
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nt this Adjonening, Powers 33 directed, and by tg. expreſs. the Continustiom of that Haaf 6. 
that mom to prevent all Oppoſition, that may ariſe quently is DO MINUS PRloct) 
fromthe United Counſels ot the Clergy to the New continuavrit 5 Con vocat ionem N00 
NMeaſures and Models intended. Let it not be faid HANC DOMUM 5 ad” Se. parti 04G 
that theſe are Chimerical Fears, and Reaſonings up- the 3d, 4th. 5th 6th gth. 10th, and 11th. 27 
on diſtant Dangers, becauſe at preſent we have a om we meet with it. n 
Primate, who would be more moderate in the In the Book of 1640. ſometimes the By 
Uſe of his Power, and. truer. to the Sacred Truſt is, Dominus Proldcutor —— cont inugvit yi 
| repoſedin him. I doubt not but be would : How- + res. wag aſque ad & in, Cc. a8 at the y 
ever the Queſlion is, pot what this, of that Arch. of November. Sometimes, Domini (meaning | 
e but what any, Archbiſhop, cloath'd Members of the Lower Houſe) proreꝑarunt 1 10 
with fuch a Power, inch do, if he pleaſes, A Good © in: Thus it runs in the Seſſiom of 415 1 
Man may have -A. Foy, ll Succeſſor; and when that Apr. 29. Dec. 5. Dec. 12. and Dec. 16 55 
comesto- palz;;the Intereſts of the whole Clergy of times, Domini Continuarioit, as Der. 9. Des, 
the Pravigce,yuull be in the Hands of One, who may Dec. 23. Sometimes, Domini prorogarunt ute 
potfibly be jnghe Hands of ſome body elſe, that is rem Seſſionem uſque ad, (5c. as Nor. 21. K 
neither a Fiend to their Religion, nor their Order, times, Prælati (meaning ſtill the Lower By 
It in, I confeſs, to me utterly inconceivable” that Members) cont inuarumt ulterreren Seſſizoney 
our Conſſ itution, which hath fo little of Arbitrary Dec. 2. Sometimes, Dommm count imme 6 
Power in its other Branches, ſhould have ſo much rogarunt ulteriorem Feſſinem uſq; ad. N 
aft in This ; or that in an, Engliſh Synod, form'd Sell, May 2. Sometimes it is only, Comm 
upon the Platform of an Engliſh Parliament, any one ulteriorem Seſſionem uſque ad, Ec. (Ste Self 
Member; or Fart of it, however Dignify'd, or Diſtin- ti.) Or, Prorogarunt 'Seffionem uſque ai, 
guiſh'd, ſhoyld have ſuch. an Abſolute Diſpoſal of ($6 Self, Nov 5.) without any expreſs ment 
the Rights and Liberties..of all the reſt. If this be the Continuers, or Proroguers, * And at other Ty 
the Caſe, our Ecclefiaſtigah and Civil Conſtitution the Words are only, Se ſſio fuit * ata ulqu 
are ſo far from being Uniform, and of a Piece, az Oc. So, Apr. 24. May 5. May. +554 M9 
they have hitherto been thought, that they are twa May 16. Jan 27. All which repeated Expreſt 
the moſt jarring, incompatible Schemes of Govern: and Inſtapees, fo favourable to the Lower Ha 
ment in the World, | Power of Adjourning'it (eff, are in the Letter f, 


Hitherto I have made good what I propos d from Col. 1.) thus ſuccintiy abridg'd ; © In 1640 
ſame Genera Reaſonings only, which yet I take to Minutes make mention of the Domini Cu 
be ſurely founded in the Nat ure and Tendency of © antes Which whether it be a fair dumm 

the Things diſcours'd of : and when they are ſo, up of the Evidence, is left to the Reader. 
ſuch Arguments muſt be allow'd their due Weight lt is very remarkable here, that tho' the Pen 
and Force; and are the rather to be admitted in the the Actuary has delivered it ſelf with great Van 
preſent Caſe, where we are under a great want of yet is there no one Form of Speech uſed by him 
Precedents, by reaſon of the loſs of myſt of the where, to expreſs the Separate Adjournment d 
ACt-Books of either Houſe of Convocation. How. Lower Houſe, which ſuppoſeth the Archbiſhop 
ever if the few Fas, and Forms, (till left on the Biſhops, to be any way concern'd in it. Jndeet 
Journals, did evidently contradict theſe Reaſonings, Sheet excepts againſt theſe Inſtances, as fetch! 
&hould think that, as Cogent as they ſeem to A from Regiſters, but ſome ſhort, confus'd Mi 
they ought to be given up. But, in Truth, what taken for the Aſſiſtance of the Memory, 1 
remains of this kind is ſo far from contradicting, Subſtance only of what paſs'd ; and no Ret A uv] 
that it fully confirms them; as I ſhall now ſhew, by fore in Points of Form. But is it conceivable wy 
conſideriug. mo the Notary in theſe Minutes ſhould be fo intent! 
The Forms, and Methods of Adjournment, the Subſtance of what paſi d, as to err Pere 
practis in the Lower Horſe of Convocation. There in Point of Form, without One Exception i 
are but Three Books belonging to this Houſe contrary ? Is it any Obje tion to theſe ach 
left: One, of the Years 1586, and 1588 ; Ano- they are Minutes? That is, were taken | 
ther, ot the Year 1640 5 and a Third. of that Con- Actuary, de die in diem, at the very Tine 
vocation which ſat with theLong Parliament after the Place, when and where, the Lower Houſe? 
Reſtoratian: And in every one of theſe Books there journments were made? So that had the 
are ſeveral Inſtances, wherein the very Style of Ad. ſhop's Authority interven'd on theſe Occabo 

ournnent ſhews the Power of Adjourning to be could not byt have obſerv'd.and known it; 

lodg*din the Lower Houſe it (clf. conſequently, as he was drawing up the 46, 
The Phraſe of the Lon er Houſe Book in :586, adapted his Expreiſions to it? Does it weakt"" 
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iin of theſe Minutes, that they are, 
+ confus'd, and obſcure in ſome Inſtances ( as 
aur of Minutes is to be) when in the Point 
— which we produce them, they are neither ſhort, 
us d. nor obſcure 3 the ſeveral AJjournments 
ng thereenter'd at length, and in Words both le- 
Me and intelligible? On the contrary, is it not a 
proof, that the Actuaries Entries in the Point 
adjournm:ent are proper and exact when it ap- 
n that whatever Marks of Haſte there may be 
other parts of his Minutes, yet here he always ex- 
6 himſelf both clearly, and conſiſtently? To 
qurpoſe it is very material to dbſerve the &lte- 
« of his Phraſe on the 4th. of November, the 
&y on which the ſecond Convocation of this 
at, There he tells us how DOMINUS AR 
EPISCOPUS Prorogavit & Continuavit ul- 
em Seſſionem in diem, &c. becauſe the Two 
were then together, and the Prolocutor as 
upteſented. Which being the only Inſtance 
cout the Book, where the Archbiſhop is men- 
d upon an Adjournment, and the only one, 


there was any real Ground to mention him, 
er TH: that the Notary did not in theſe Caſes throw 
u/que Jords by chance, but adjuſted his Forms with 
tothe thing he intended to expreſs by them. 


Sheet ſays indeed, that theſe Minutes are 
edby no body, when yet in the very firſt Page 
m the following Words are to be ſeen, In Præ- 
mei, Willielmi Fiſhet, Notarii Publici, 
in the ſame Hand with the reſt of the Book; 
therefore are a Formal Actreſtation of the 
And unluckily it ſo happens that Fiſher, 
# theſe Minutes, was a Man of known Skill 
lity in bis Time, and well acquainted with 
of Convocation, having been now ſeve- 
nin the Service of it; as Thave reaſon to be- 
m ſome Extracts made for Archbiſhop Laud 
tr the Year 1630. which are ſaid to be taken 
0 Convocationum penes Magiſi rum Fiſher, 
um & Scribam remanenti. He liv'd be- 


nac), Me Reltauration, and had then the Repute of 
Rue! rery knowing in his way ; of which there 
ceivable Imng Witnefſes at the Commons, And 


lomething hath been ſaid in a Paper of my 
ebiſhops, and may hereafter be Printed, to 
the Actuary of 1586, (as tis natural for 


eption l 
fe zh re Men and Things that make againſt 
taken ere give the Reader ſome thort Account 
ry WT 0. Edward Say, who makes the Prolo- 
Folk Men to continue the Convocation in that 

Piraſe, Qioad banc Domum, was the Son, 


wr of Milliam Say, who belong d to the 
dle of Convocation near Forty Years; 
therefore an Actuary by Deſcent, was 
0 dtrangerto- the Language of Conro- 
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... Howerer, that I may conceal nothing ( for a 
good Cauſe needs no Diſguiſes) I ſhall here own to 
the Reader what was the true Occaſion of employ- 
ing the Phraſe, Quaad han Domum, in the Acts of 
1586. The Prolocutor was on that Day, when we 
firit meet with it there, put into the W 2 
Commiſſion for Proroguing the Upper Hou 75 
order, I ſuppoſe, to impower him to give Oathe, * 
as he did, at the Trial of an Election that Day be- 
low): And therefore to diſtinguiſn the Act of his 
Proroguing the Lower Houſe from that of his af- 
fiſting in the Prorogation of the Upper, the Notary, 
with great Nicety, expreſſed himſelf thus, Dom- 
nus Prolocutor cont imavit Convicationem quod 
hanc Domum. 1 do not take this Account to be 
any ways prejudicial to the preſent Claim of the 
Lower Houſe; ſince it ſhews, that the Prolocutor, 
even when be was in Commsſſion for proroguing,. 
and did actually prorogue, the Upper Houſe (as we 
are ſure he did in the 5th, Seiſion), was yet oblig'd 
ſolemnly to prorogue the Lower; and conſequent- 
ly, that the Prorogatiorrof the Lower was not anc/u- 
ded in that of the Upper, as the Sheet pretends : But 
that the Prolocutor aCted in theſe Caſes by two dif- 
ferent Authorities; in One, as the Archbiſhop's 
Commiſſioner; in the Other, as the Mouth of the 
Lower Aflembly For had he acted Aut horita. 
taveh in the tirit Caſe alone, and but as a Meſſen- 
Fe, in the latter, he would, when he came down, 
ve ſignify d only what had paſs d above, and not 
have prorogu'd the Lower Houſe as formally. as the 
Upper; which yet he appears by tie Acts to have 
done. Beſides, tho the Phraſe, Cont inuavit quoad 
hanc Domum, was firſt employ'd in theſe Acts when 
the Frolocutor was in Commitiion from the Arch- 
biſhop, yet we meet with it ſeveral times afterwards, 
when he was not; particularly in the 4th.. 6th. and 
11th. Seſſions, when the Archbiſhop was preſent in 
the Upper Honſe, and prorogu'd it in Perſon, ; And 
here therefore it Tan no ways be accounted for, but 
but upon the Foot of Separate Continuat ions. Up- 
on this Ground indeed the Actuary, after he had 
taken up the Phraſe; when it was not only Proper, 
but in ſome ſort Neceſſary, might continue it till, 
when it was as proper, tho not as neceſſary. But 
had the Archbiſhop's Act at that time adjourn d the 
Whole Convecation, the Prolocutor.s proroguing 
Id 


— hane Domum, aſter the Archbiſhop, wou 
ave been an unpardonable Iavaſion of his Grace's 
Power, and ridiculous Nonſenſe ; and we may. be 
ſure that his Grace, after One ſuch Attempt, would 
never again have put him into the Commiition of 
Prefidency, as he did inthe 5th. Se. ion. | 
To proceed — In the Minutes of the Lower 
Houſe ſince the Reſtoration, tho little elſe be taken 
notice of, yet the Forms of Adjournment are en- 
ter d pretty regularly, And out of theſe, the Let- 
wang 


—ͤ FO 


ter. Writer produceth T which ſeem to meke for 
the Lower Houſes Power of adjourning it felf, Mar. 
tii 21. 1677. Prolocutor continuavit præſentem 
'Convocationem ; and Marti 17. 1678. Prolocu- 
tor continuavit banc Synodum:; It is ſtrange that 
he ſhould ſee nothing more to the ſame 
*there; particularly, that he ſhould overlook the Re- 
markable Adjournment of March 14. 1677. which 
"Immediately precedes One of thoſe produc'd by 
him, and is enter'd with more Formality than is 
1ſual in theſe Minutes, It runs, Cleri hujus Domus 
did ſo and fo, and then Continuarune & Proroga- 
runt hanc Synodum in 21 Martis: But theſe 

tries are made in a very ſmall Hand, and perhaps he 
was unwilling to ſtrain his Eyes too far in reading 
them : For otherwiſe he muſt have obſervy'd, that 
— rr thoſe 19 Years to which the Minutes 
extend, there is not a Single Form of Adjournment 
which mentions the Archbiſhop's Authority as inter- 
vening, and but few that can fairly be conjtra'd any 
ways to imply it. No Phraſes occurr there more 
frequently than theſe, Continuata eſt Convocatio, 
or Continuata eft Synodus to ſuch a Time and Place: 
And that this referrs merely to the Continuation 
made below, not at all to that above, is plain from 
the Nele of each Day's Act, which is drawnin this, 
or the like manner, In Loco preditlo, inter Horas 
prediftas, — — Not ario prædicto; and there- 
fore Confines the Account of what is afterwards ſaid 
to be done on that day, to the Room where the 
Lower Clergy ſat, and where their Actuary was pre- 
Jent. Andit fo, then the Phraſes, Cont inuata eft 
Convorat io, or Synodus, thus us d, are as plain a 
Proof of a Separate Adjournment, 2s if they bad 
—— 095 > pres with a Quoad banc Domum : 


For this muſt be the true Import of them, that the 
Convocation, or Synod, was then adjourn d, in re- 
pett of the Lower Houſe, as it had been ad- 


zourn'd in reſpect of the Upper; and conſequently 
| 4 wuft be imply'd, that the Archbiſhop's Act above 
#ncluded his Own Houſe only. 

The ſame is to be ſaid of thoſe Phraſes which men- 
tion only an Adjournment at large, but not Who, 
er What was Adjourn'd ; us Continuatur, Proreg a- 
eur, Prorogatio fit, Continuatio fit, facta Foie 
Prorog at ra, and the like; of which the Inſtances 
are numberleſs. Such Forms earrying in them no 
Hint of the Archbiſhop's Authority, and being in- 
deed by the Titles of the ſeveral Seſſtons determin d 
to expreſs what paſs'd Below only, are as good an 
Evidence that the Continuation then made, was the 
Act ot the Lower Houſe it (elf, as if it had been 
ſaid cee times in plain Englifh, The Houſe Ad- 

There are ſeveral ether Inſtances, where the Pro- 
focutor i= ſaid, Intimare Continuationem iſue 


<d&. butthe are Few in ceſpect of thoſe a 8 J, 
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purpoſe frequently 


and.if i in Congruity with 
aifie no more than that the Prolocutor, c the My, 
of the er Houſe, deciar d the Time to which 
Adjourn'd. And thus alſo we muſt underſtang; 
ſame Phraſe\in the Acts of 1586. where it n. 
: The Intimation there fox 
of muſt be as was directed by the Hu 
ſelf, and not by the Archbiſbop ; though, I m 
confeſs, there are two or three Paſſages in d 
Acts fo expreſi d, as not readily to admit of f 
an Interpretation. | f 

To ſum up our Evidence then Of the 7; 
Lower Houſe Books left, the Forms of Adio 
ment, entered in the Two Laſt, make for the þ 
of the Houſe almoſt in every Inſtance, and in 
Oppoſe it: And if in the F:7ft of theſe Books 
be two or three Expreſſions leſs Exact, yet the 
tinuation of the Prolocutor quoad hanc Dy 
which we ſo often there meet with, Chews that 
cannot be interpreted in bar of the Lower Hi 
Right to Separate Adjournments. 

There is one Expreſſion more, which we. 
ſtantly find in all the Adjournments of the Ly 
Houſe, when fully enter d. It is ſaid to be 
tinued in bunc Locum, that is to the very þ 
where the Clergy then Sit, and are to Meet i 
upon that Adjournment. This is a Proof thut. 
are not included in the Prorogation of the 
biſhop, becauſe He, by the words in hunc Lu 
Prorogues not to H. the 7th's Chappel, but to 
Feruſalem Chamber. The Evidence for this on 
fide is, that in the Front of the Acts, both At 
and Below, the particular Room, where the 
Houſes Sit, is either mentioned, or referred to; 
then, in the Cloſe of the Act, the Adjournmet 
made in hunc Locum, that is to the very Room 
fore expreſs'd, But I ſhall have occaſion tt 
ſomewhat further on this Head in another P 
and ſhall proceed therefore now, after having 
mined the Style us'd in Adjourning the Li 
Houſe, to conſider alſo the Mezbod of doing i 

The Adjournment was pronounc'd always1 
Lower Houſe it ſelf, by their own Prolocutor,t 
Deputy thereto appointed. Which is a very f 
Preſumption that 1t was done by the Author 
the Houſe it ſelf, and not by that of the 4 
thop : For had the Archbiſhop's Prorogatioo 
extended to the Lower Clergy, the uſual & 
declaring it, would certainly have heen in it 
of the Clergy themſelves; the Archbifiop 
an undoubted Right to ſend up for them at pt 
and making uſe of that Right frequent) 
other Occaſions. And yet I queſtion whette 
the Laſt Convocation Sat, any One clear fron 
can be ſhewn, where the Archbiſhop hath FU 
in the preſence of the Lower. Houſe, aft : 


compleatly form d, unleſs when the King 


ue tineprorogi d or Adjourr'd the whole Parliam. 


” i which Caſes it was uſual for the Clergy to attend 
nich Wn the Upper Houſe, and there receive Intimation of 
d King's Pleaſure. On the contrary, nothing is more 


mon in the Acts, than to ſay (as often as the 
o Houſes were together upon Conference, juſt 

fre the Upper roſe) that the Archbiſhop Dyſmſs'd 
t Lower Clergy firſt, and then Adjourn'd : 
«+ fire he would never have done, had His Act 
1 authority Adjourn'd them. | 
When the Prolocutor was by reaſon of Sickneſs, 
«Buſineſs, oblig'd to be abſent, he deputed one to 
ator him in the Lower Houſe, even at ſuch times 
ten nothing more was to be done there, beſides 


n ur Adjourring ; which ſhews that the Act of con- 
i ng the Lower Houſe by it ſelf, was reckon'd a 
he ner of Importance, ſince they thought it worth 


Wie to have Sub-Prolocutor made for that pur- 
& alone, And theſe Deputies, we may obſerve, 
urn d in the Prolocutors Name, not in the 
bop s. Thus 23. Nov. 1386. Decanus Litch- 


we ( Wd nomine Domine Prolocut or is inte imavit, &c. 
e ein, Dec. 2. 1586. Decanus Weſtminſter no- 
be Polo cui continuavit bujuſmods Convoca- 
yh quoad hanc Domum. 


The Deputations of this kind were made with 
xt Solemnity, before a Publick Notary, either to 
nple Perſon, or to ſeveral Conjunttim & Diviſim, 
the very manner that the Archbiſhop ſometimes 


at to powered Others to preſide for him: And, which 
00 larly deſerves our Notice, they were made, 
h Al thout the Archbiſhop's Conſent, or Privity ; as we 
e In certainly conclude from the Minutes of the 


per Houſe in 1640. compar'd with the Regiſter 
de Upper. In the Minutes, at May 2. 1640. 
Notary ſays, Dominus Prolocutor apud ejus 
m Weſtminſter, me præſente, conſtituit & 
Wavit Doctorem Bargrave, & Doctorem Nevil, 
ſenm alterum conjunttim & diviſim pro ſe & 
Wnomme pro bac Se ſſione ad legena' Preces in 
m hferiori, & Votum & Suffragium ſuum red- 
? pro Froregatione prox* ſequenti. Et fatta 
ration? Conſtitut:onts huguſmodi Clero Domus 
mor, Clert eandem approbarunt & confir- 
nt. But not a word is there of any ſuch De- 
non to, or Confirmation by the Upper Houſe 


tioo ler Exaft Regiſter. 
al . The Inference plainly ariſing from hence is, that 
7 * Prolocutor in Adjourning the Houſe had act- 


e Archbb1ſhop's Inſtrument only ¶ Let. p. 4. 


on 11 nd by his Authority, he could never have 
= dal One to Adjourn for him, without the 
- dſtop's expreſs Allowance : But deriving his 


ay m this Caſe ſolely from the Lower Houſe 
are being no Occaſion on thoſe Days tor any 
url vun the Biſhbps) the Conſent of the 
| vlloule only was rt quiſite to ſuch Deputations, 


i 
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I ſhall add here a Paſſage from Biſhop Hall's Book 
of Epiſcopacy [ Part 2. p. 8.] which I take to be 
material towards explaining the Office and Power 
of a Prolocutor, as then underſtood, both in this 
point of Adjournment, and in ſeveral Others. He 
is ſpeaking of the Principles and Practiſes of the 
Puritans, in Relation to Church Aſſemblis, They 
allow ſays he)that in Synods thus met, there mutt 
* be due Order kept, that Order cannot be kept 
* where there is an Abſolute Equality of all Per- 
* ſons concern d; that it is therefore neceſſary - that 
there ſhould be an Head, Preſident, or Governor of 
the Aſſembly, who ſhall Marſhal all the Affairs of 
* thofe Meetings, propound the Caſes, gather the 
Voices, pronounce the Sentences and Fudrments. 
* A lively Image whereof we have in our. Lower 
* Houſe of Convocation, the Clerks whereof ha- 
ring all equal Power of Voices Chuſe their 
* Prolocutor. He Cala the Houſe, receives Peti- 
tions or Complaints, propoſeth the Buſineſſes, 
aks and gathers the Suffrages, Ds/miſſerh the 
& Seſſions, &c. By the Parallel here drawn, he 
plainly intimates that the Prolocutor is as much the 


Head, Preſident, and Governor of the Lower 


Houſe; as the Moderator is of a Presbyterian Sy- 
nod; and that he acts the ſame part in Diſmiſſing 
the Seſſions, that is, doth it equally by an Aut ho- 
rity deriv'd from the Body or which he preſides. 
Tis true, he: ſpeaks afterwards of an Upper 
* Houſe, conſiſting of the Peers of the Church, 
« whoſe Grave Authority gives Life to the Motions 
af that Lower Body. But this is faid in reſpect of 
Synodical Decrees, Cenſures, and Puniſhments, 
which do indeed receive their Life from the Upper 
Houſe in whom the Power of Judicature chuetly 
reſides ; but ſo however as to take in the Conſent of 
the Lower, Theſe Words of Biſhop Hall are of the 


more weight, becauſe he himſelf belong d to ano- 


ther Houſe, when he wrote them; and his Book 
was ſet out at the preciſe Time, [ 4. D. 1640. 
when the Lower Houſeacts are ſo full of Precedents 
to our purpoſe ; and underwent the ſtrict Peruſal of 
Archbiſhop Land, before it was Publiſhed. ¶ See 
Ty. & Troub. p. | 

Nor is there any thing ſingular in his Notien 
where he repreſents the Prolocutor as Head, Preſi- 
derit, or Governor of the Lower Houle. Archbi- 
ſhop Parker had ſaid much the ſame thing before 
him in a Speech to the Convocation of 1572. part 
of which I ſhall, for that, and otber Reaſons, here 
tranſcribe. Synodus hec noſtra, ut ſcitis, in Duas 
Societates (que duobus Domicilius, Superzors nempe 
& Inferior ſegregantur) diviſa eſt. Ut gitur Con- 
filits & Deliberatiombus de Eccleſiaſticis Cauſis 
capiendts & Concordes eſſe poſſimus, & ad vitan- 
das incunctis noſtris diſceptationibus altercationes 
at ue Lites, Superiort uu — adbihitis 


qui 
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urbuſdar ad id deſignaris, EGO PRASIDEBO; jour d his Own Houſe thither, for none dot bt 
— modo Vos, Inferioris Conſilii Dilecti Fra- ſhops met in either of thoſePlaces upon ſucha don 


tres, ſummã curd niti debeti . Ut omnia mode - ments. Of this the Inſtances are ſo numerom diſs 
rate prudenterg; inter Vos gerantur. Iraq; cially in the Acts of +562, when the Conocy alt 


Eligendus inter Vos eſt aliqurs ſpeRtatie Gravita- often ſhifted place, that I ſhall for beat to troubled 
res, Pietatis, Prudentia, & Doctrine Vir, ad Reader with them. But from hence it fl 
Prolocutoris Officium toro  hujuſmoit tempore exe. that, upon a Change of place, Each Houſe 1 ie n 
guendum &. Archbiſhop Parker,whoſe Skill in thefe journ d it ſelf to the reſpective Room where it U hue 
things no Man can doubt, ſpeaks of Himſe/f, we ſre, to dit in that General Place, as well as tothe 7, 
as Preſiding in the Upper Houſe only, and the Pro- when the Convocation was agreed to be held th : 
locutor as exerciling the very ſame Office in the Which confirms the Expoſition above given gf - 
Lower. words, in h1unc Locum, and leads me alſo to The 
There is ſtill one Circumſtance more well worth fider, | 1 0 
obſerving in the Prolocutor's Mer hod of Adjourn- 6. The Forms of — in the U 
ment: He is ſaid to Prorogue not only as to me, Houſe Books ; fince Thefe alſo will furniſh w 
but Place alſo. Thus the Journal of 1 586. Seſſ. 10. plain proofs of the Right of Separate Continux 
Decanus Weſtminſter nomine Prolocutoris conti - in the Lower. It is, 1 have (aid, a Conſtant iy 
nuavit hujuſmodi Convecationem, quoad hanc Do- theſe Forms, and ever hath been, both of the 
mum, uſq; inter horas, &c. & prorogavit Locum duſe of Prorogation , which is fign'd by the . 
hujuſmodizſque ad & in Sacello olim numcuparo biſhop, and of the Act which is fram d uponit, : 
B. Mariæ, in Orientali parte Eccleſie D. Pauli. enter d in the Regiſter, that his Grace continu 
So that the Archbiſhop in this Inſtance manifeſtly ſuch a Time, & in hunc Locum, that is, to the Gait 
Adjourned the Biſhops alone to the Chapter -· Houſe Room where ſuch Continuation is made. Ny 
of St. Pauls ; and the Lower Clergy, by their Pro- Body meets at that Room, by Virtue of this $4 
locutor, Adjourn'd themſelves to St. Mary's Chap- nuation, but the Members of the Upper H . 3 
pei there, the Ufual Place of their Aſſembly. lone; and it is clear therefore that no body No: 
The Letter inderd throws off this Inſtance by They can be affeCted by it. My Lords the h 5 
ſuppoſing that the Archbiſhop had given Directions ſeem'd aware of this Argument at the Entran 
in point of Time and Place, which the Prolcenter the Laſt Convocation; and to obviate it would Wb 
only Obey d. But this is a mere Suppoſition, with. have introduced a new Cuſtom of making 
out the leaſt ſnadow oi Proof to ſupport it. All Lower Clergy attend every Day in the ery 
that the Letter urges for it is, that the King's Chamber, before they met as an Houle. þ 
* Writ veſts the Entire Right of appointing the being able from all the Records of Comioc 
Plate in the Archbiſhop, by the Clauſe m Eco. or from the Reports of Living Members i 
D. Pauli, vel Alibi, prout melts eæpedire vide. duce One Precedent for ſuch a Claim, they 
* ritis Cp. 4. Col. 2.] But it is by no means clear forc'd to drop it, though they would ner 
to me, that this Writ conveys to the Archbiſhop preſly diſown it; and to permit the Lower C 
any Power in point of Place. but what regards their at every New Seſſion to Aſſemble ſeparately 
ft appearance only; for it runs, Convocars factat's Own Houſe, tho the Unavoidable Inference 
ſuch and ſuch, ad comparend* coram Vobis in Ec-l. that Practice be, that the Clergy meet there * 
S. Pauli, vel Alibi; and therefore, when they are their Own Adjournment, and by their Out _ 
once met, the Change of Place muſt either be by thority. : | 
the Joint Conſent of the Body, or after they are Another uſual Expreſſion in the Archbiſhop Loot, 
form'd into two diſtinct Houſes, by the Conſent of of Adjournment is, that he continues, cum e 
each Houſe a part;for which their Writ gives them no Fratrum, or Suffraganeorum: This is a dr How 
Power any etherwiſe thattas it no ways reſtrairsthem very where the Language of the Books; and 
from doing it. Accordingly, when-the Words, ve/ it is not, is purely an Omiſſion of the 9 Two H. 
alibi, were left out of the Royal Summons, the this Language is very proper: For the Arche 
Clergy ſtill thought themſelves at liberty to alter the Adjournments being really an At of his Hou 4 
Place of their Sitting, at pleaſure; and did ſo in only declar d by Him, ought to be ſet down | 
the Year 1554. when their Writ was ſo ſhortned. by Conſent of the Houſe. Now if the Adjou 
Belides, the Uſual and almoſt Invariable Language of the Lower Clergy be included in 4 ' 
of the Upper Houſe Books is, when the Convoca- follows that One Houſe hath the Power 0 w IF 
tion Adjourn'd from Pauls to Weſtminſter, or back ing another ; which is ſo wild à * yo . 
again, that the Archbiſhop Continu'd either to the Reader mult, at firſt fight, ſee the A "Ti ' of 
Chapter- Houſe in the one, or to the Henry the 7tb's and I may ſpare my ſelf therefore 7 | 
Cbappel in the other; that is, the Archbiſhop Ad- expoſing it. I ſhall only obſerve on 
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cum cconſenſu Fratrum, is never, 
1 te Pires us d when the Archbiſhop Proragues 
"Virtue of the King's Writ, or pronounces a 
(lution; becauſe then he acts by the King's Au- 
xity, and therefore acta peremproriiy, and what 
4th, affects the whole Body, then preſent be- 
de him, whether they agree to it, or not: But 
ten he is ſaid to do any thing by the Conſent of 
he Houſe, or Both, he 0 by Their Authority, 
t barely by his Own 3 and what he doth therefore, 
nds to thoſe, and thoſe only, who are ſaid to 
ent to it. 
There is yet a Third Phraſe in theſe Acts of as 
ant Uſe, and of as great Avantage to the Pre- 
dom of the Lower Houſe, as either of the for- 


gu quo nunc eſt, that is, by an immediate and 
tal Interruption of the Debates then depending. 
ben this Act of Adjournment took in the Lower 
ue, it would be a Preſent Check upon their De. 
n; at leaſt, aſſoon as they had notice of it by 
ſnſmiſſion of the Archbiſhop's Schedule; and 
frolucutor, A yu receiving that Schedule, would 
hvith be bound to publiſh it; which the Letter 
3 c. 1.] thinks nos Hardſhip, or Abſurdity; 
t uppoſeth the Practice, and Endeavours there to 
nd it. Whereas it is unqueſtionably true, that 
lage of the Lower Houſe has been to Sit, Treat, 
lac. after the Upper was riſen 3 as, without 
her Proof, may be made out by the two fol- 
no Paſſages. 

lo 8. ny facto, monitus eſt Pro- 
i cum Clero ut redirent ad Inferiorem Locum, 
titraftarent de Rebus Synods ; & _ compa- 
m proximo die Veneris, Loco, & Hora, &c. 
* Continuavit, Gc. cum verbis in Scripto, 
Scriptum ibidem ſequitur. 

01.15.1529. Reverend” monuit Prolocutorem ut 
vet in Domum Inferiorem, & conciperet Arti- 
ud Abuſioni bus. Quibus fact u, Reveend con- 
nt uque ad diem Venerts. 

Utthere is the leſs need of abounding in ſuch In 
mn theſe, becauſe, 

| |tmay be prov'd eafily that the Lower Houſe 
Cot only in Intermediate Hours, on the ſame 
; but on Intermediate Days alſo, when the 
n Houſe never (at at all. Inſtances of this kind 
re az Old almoſt as the Compleat Diviſion of 
Ivo Houſes : Two of them, recorded in Chich- 
Iſezilter, I ſhall produce at length; and could 
wy more, before, and after his Time, did 
& hort Bounds of this Paper confine me. 

19. 1429,— Dominus Clerum Exhor- 
vu ipſi nter ſe de tempore in tempus, pro 
ſe ablentie Domms, convenirent , & cur- 
luer bujuſinodi , & alias Con vocatio- 
audi concernentes intenderent diligen- 


(n) 


vr: The Meeting is there ſaid to be continu'd in 


ter——and then Proregu d. Reg. Chichley. Pt. 2. 


77. 

In the Convocation held, Nov. 7. 1433. On 
Tueſday, the Lower Houſe, then before the Arch- 
biſhop, deſire Time to give in their Anſwer upon 
ſome high Points propos'd. The Archbiſhop agrees 
to it, Præcipiens eiſdem quatenus circa eadem Mo- 
tiva cum aliis ab eiſdem dependentibus uſque ad 
diem Jovis prox. diligenter & unanimiter labora- 
rent. Ad Quem Diem Continuavit Convocatio- 
nem. Ibid. f. 94. b. 

When the Letter-Writer ſays therefore (p. c. c. 2) 
that © the Cenvocation Acts remaining in the Arch- 
*© biſhop's Regiſters before the Reformation, are not 
< pretended to afford the leaſt Colour or Footſtep 
of any ſuch Claim Cas the Lower Houſe now pre- 
tend to] he ſpeaks either very unknowingly, or ve- 

unfairly. 

It will be objected, that theſe intermediate Seſ 
ſions were with the Archbiſhop's Leave, and at his 
Inſtance. But that alters not the Caſe : For if Both 
Houſes were adjourned peremptorily by One and 
the Same Act of Prorogation, the Lower Cler- 
gy, during ſuch Adjournment , could no more 
meet, and act as an Houſe, with the Arch- 
biſhop's Leave, than without it. If it be ſaid, that 
they acted as Committees only, and in a Prepara- 
tive way, they that ſay ſo, would do well to prove 
it 3 which from the Records of that Time I am ſa- 
tisfy'd they cannot do. However ſince this will 
ſtill be ſaid, I ſhall here produce another Inſtance, 
which, beſides that it comes nearer to Our Times, is 
not capable, I think, of baving any ſuch Colours put 
upon it. ; 

Nov. 28. 1554. The Biſhops Journal ſays, Pre- 
ſidens cont inuavit hanc Synodum in ſtatu 

uo nlinc eſt, aſſue in diem Veneris, viz. Dec. 7, 
f cocker ad quemlibet diem citra ſuper intima» 
tionem. But no ſuch Anticipating Intimation was 
given ; for the next Words are — 240 die Ven. 
Viz, Dec. 7. 1554. babita Tractatione, &c. Now 
that during theſe Ten days, wherein the Seſſion of 
the Upper Houſe was intermitted, the Lower Houſe 
ſat on, appears from a Note enter d in the ſame 
Act Book | Memorand' quod, Nov. 28 diftus Pro- 
locutor ſubſtituit Loco ſuo, durante ejus abſentià, 
Mag:ſtros Hugonem Weſton, Nicolaum , &. Joh. 
Harpsfield. comuntim & diviſim ad exercend' Of- 
fictumProlocutoris und from the Buſineſs with which 
on the 7th. of December they came up with to the 
Biſhops : It was their Famous Petition for confirms» 
ing the Church Lands to the Patentees, reſtoring the 
Liberty and Juriſdiction of the Church, and Abo- 
liſhing all Laws contrary to it. This {which was a 
Matter of Vaſt Conſequence ) they debated and 
fram'd in that Interval, and for that Purpoſe had 
a Sub prolocutor made on the Day of the Arch- 

C 2 4 biſhop's 
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viſhop's Adjournment. And when therefore the 
Biſhops met them again on Dec. 7. the Petition 
was order d to be preſented (as an Act chiefly of 
the Lower Houſe) by One Biſhop only, attended 
with the Prolocutor, and Six Others of their Body. 
It cannot be pretended here, that they acted in this 
Interval as a Committee; for what Need then of 
baving a Pre/ocutor at the Head of them? Which we 
fee they took care of. Nor can it be ſaid, tbat the 
Prolocutor named a Deputy on the 2$th. of Novem- 
ber, becauſe he was tobe abſent at the next Seiſion 
on the 7th of December; for we find him on that 
very day ſpoken of, az preſent. And as tor the 
Biſhop's Conditional Adjournment, it was fo made, 
in bopes that the Lower Clergy would have come to 
an Agreement in the Matter of the Petition, before 
the 5th. in which Caſe the Biſhops would have anti- 
cipated their Own Adjournment to diſpatch it. But 
their Debates, it ſeems, held longer, and this Point 
was yielded by them, not without great Reluctance; 
and no wonder, for it gave up their Claim to all the 
Lands that bad been taken from the Church in the 
Two former Reigns. RR, 
I have enlarg'd on this Particular Proof the 
rather, becauſe, taken in all its Circum ſtances, ĩt is 
ſuch, Ithink, as will admit of no Tolerable Eva- 
fion. There is ſtill indeed a Bare Poſſibility left, 
that the Clergy might never meet during this Long 
Receſs of the Biſhops :- But if ſuch a Poſſibility be 
2llow'd to overthrow the Force of all thoſe firong 
"Appearances | have produc'd to the contrary, ſcatce 
any thing (under our preſent want of Light and 
Precedents) can ever clearly be made out concerning 
the Rights and Privileges of either Houſe of Convo- 
Cation. 

Divers Inſtances beſide there are, where the Arch- 
biſhop, immediately before bis Adjournment, hath 
recommended Buſineſs to the Clergy, which in the 
very Nature of it was utterly incapable of being 

ranſacted by the Time preſcrib'd, unleſs the Clergy 

had fat on Intermediate Days to finiſh it. Thus, 

May. 6. 1532+ Seſſ 10. Die Lune C:m- 
wi:ſſarins voluat Prolocutorem, Cc. quod conci- 
Fiant Reſponſa ſua in Scriptis, & voluit eoſddem ad 
compurerd* die Mercurii. Quo die (vx. May 8. 
Sefl. 105.) Commiſſarius acce pit Quatuor Libellos 
a Prolocutore ſuper Auforitate Eccleſiaſticorum 
cordendi Jura pro ſuppreſſione Hzereſeos, '&c. 
Theſe Four Libelli were drawn up between Mon- 
day and Wedneſday: And the Lower Clergy there- 
fore muſt have ſat on Tueſday to frame them. 

Weaneſday Apr. 25. 1543.. Several Parts of the 
Neceſſary Erudit ion, being examin d already by the 
Biſhops, the Archbiſhop. de Conſenſu Patrum tra- 
didit enfdem Libros Prolocutori ad examinana” 
dem ſus & Inferiorum Prelatorum Judisio, & 
ad refere nd eorum Judictum ſuper eiſdem die Ve- 


neris prox. when the Biſhops were next to as 


TheClergy therefore were to fit 

mine chem: on Thwſtgt q - 
Friday, Apr. 27. 1543. An Expoßt 

Articles of Faith was K IF in the rl 7 — 
the Morning, and in the Afternoon a Treat fnd 
Juſtification, nec nn de Operibus, & Ora, 
defunttrs and All, afterthat, were deli. whe 
to the Prolocutor to be examin'd and return's e 07 
the Monday following To be ſure therefore th Dn 
was a Seſſion of the Lower Houſe, on Saturd; ; 5 
this purpoſe. " apa 
And theſe Paſſages ſhew us with how preat 4 hos. 
curacy Archbiſhop Parker expreſs'd himſelf, 8b! 
Form of holding a Convocation, which he grey, nale 
for the Synod of 1562; and where he tes us An, 
the next Step, after the Prolocutor Is confirm'd, eim 
for the Arcabiſhop to exhort the Clergy, ut dere! ſit 
100. 


communibus, que reformatione indigeant, cor 
tent, & referant die Statuto. Ac ad bunc mx 
de Seſſone in Seſſionem continuabitur Conyxy 
Their Conſultations were to be held on Intermed 


Days, as they (aw beſt ; but the Report of em Tins 
to be made Above on the Day appointed forf ont i 
the 


Common Sitting of both Houſes. And yet t 
very Citation is plac'd in the Front of a late! 
thor's Arguments againſt the Lower Houſes Ri 
to Intermediate Seſſions See Kenn. Occaſ. Lett p 

But I ſhall wave any further Preſumpr:ve Pre 
at preſent, there being ſtill behind ſome plain 
Poſitive Kvidences of the Lower Houſes Power 
only to Sie at Intermediate Times, but even tb 4 
Journ it ſelf to them. 

8. Two of theſe the Act Books of 1640. v 
compar'd, afford us. The Upper Houſe [ou 
fays, Die MARTIS 5 Mais. The Archbiſhd 
Commiſſary Sedendo legit Schedulam Continual 
ns in Script n. Cc. provogando & continuand: 
vocationem inftaru quo nunc eſt, uſque ad & 
diem SABBATI 9. viz. Maiy. And then, 
SABBATI 9. Mai}. The ſame Commillary 6 


tinuavit G proregavit h:juſmods, Convecatis 1540 
five Sacram Synodum Pre vinctalem in Stau both, | 
inceſt in diem MERCURII 13 May. But g 1410 


the Lower Houſe Book the Days to which they 
journ are different; for there, Die MANI 
Matj. -— Prorogata fuit Seſſio u/q; ad & m4 
VENERIS prox. wiz. 8 i. And then 

VENERIS prædicto prorogata fuit Seſſio uus 
diem MERCURII prox. ſequent. vi3 13, N 
The Reader ob erves that the Lower Clergy on 
of theſe Days adjourn'd ſhor: of the Biſhops, 4 
the other beyond them. Tis true, waat they 
in this Caſe ſeems to have been queſtior'd: For 
they met on May 13. it is ſaid, Acta fuerunt 

letta quoad Prvilegia Domus, Se. But if t 
were any ſuch Diſpute, it is plain it was c 


6+ Clergy's ſide, upon view of the Precedents then 
»miining on their Acts; both becauſe no Entry 
vs made in the Biſhop : Regiſter of their diſallow- 
in this Practice, which, had it been prov'd New, 
old certainly have been done 3 and becaufe we 
6nd the Lower Clergy afterwards in the ſame Book 
ing their Liberty once again in the ſame kind. For 
«en on Dec. 19 1640. the Upper Houſe continued 
03.1. 13. the Lower Houſe Minutes ſay, Dec. 19. 
min Continuarumt uſque ad 23. and then Dec. 
g. Domini continuarunt ufque ad Fan 13. Here 
n they fat once between the Biſhop's Seſ- 
© and had Thoughts of fitting of ner ; for their 
| adjournment from Dec. 23. to Jan. 13 was 
nate /ub proteſtatione de revocando Actum pr. e- 
Bum Caſa quo neceſſe fuerit interim: i e. pro- 
ring, that as they had prevented the B:ſhops Day 
(Sitting once already, ſo they would be at Liberty 
500 it again, if they ſaw convenient. Which was 
v uſual Form of Adjournment, as often as the 
(mrocation had a Proſpect of Buſineſs falling out 
Wire the Time to which they continued. 
Ths Evidence, if admitted, would clear up the 
int without more ado ; and theretore the Writer 
(the Sheet hath been at a great dea! oi Pains to per- 
ter nd puzzle it; with what Succeſs I ſhall now 
mne. 
Re objects againſt the Number of the Inſtances, 
ms Tuo only againft a Current and Per petual 
Chee to the contrary. Lp. 6. c. 2.] But, with his 
me theſe Two are really Four ; each Inſtance car- 
ng in it a Double Proof of the Clergy's Caim, or 
rerci e of a Power to adjourn themſelves ſeparate- 
from the Biſnops And theſe Four are all drawn 
ma Single Book of Each Houſe caſually preſer- 
I; in which Caſe Four Precedents may have the 
wht of Forty. For it muſt be contider'd that no 
macing Evidence of this kind can be had, but 
ne the Few Remaining Records ot both Houſes 
ncurrent in Time, and intire as to the Dates of 
murnments 3 And theſe they are in no One Year 
(1540; either the Upper, or Lower Houfe book, 
lub, being wanting for every Year beſide, ſince 
Auf Convocation began to be Regiitred. We 
rendered a ſhort Abſtract, or Index of the B.- 
tp; burnal in 1586, and 1588, and the Compleat 


mw = 
F 10 the Lower Houſe in thoſe Years. But the 
* u m tte Abſtract are not fo clezrly taken as 

N. te us without a Doubt whether in every In- 


«ce both Honſes concurr'd. And excepting this 
Put [which is no Clear Authority), and the Re- 
no! 1640, we have not, that I can hear of, a 
ger er, left any where, by which the Concur- 
Med! 40journments can be prov'd, till Convoea- 
® 210 any Real Uſe of then, were laid afide, 
igt up as to Matter of Form only. And from 
ane to this, we have a Series of the Archbi- 


Cry | 


ſhop's Schedules of Adjournment pretty entire. 80 
that what the Sheet can mean by a Current and Per- 
petual Practice to the contrary, is hard to imagine. 
when the Evidence of this Currency and Perpetuity 
(bating the Inſtances of Teſterday) extends to Three 
Years alone; in the Two firſt of which it is not Un» 
exceptionable, and in the Laſt, where it is fo, cars 
ries its own Aniwwer along with it; the ſeveral In- 
ſtances of that Year { 1640. ] which Diſprove this 
Currency, being as Authentick as thoſe which Eſta- 
bliſh it. One would think that the Penner of this 
Paper, by his Talk of Current and Perpetual Pra- 


Aice, had either ſeen a Compleat Series of the Res 


cords of either Houſe, from the Times of the Re- 
formation downwards, or could ſupply them by 
Divination. 

Had we all the Act Books ftill left, which were 
extant in 1540, I doubt not but we ſhould find 
there may Precedents of Incoincident Adjourn- 
ments by which the Lower Houfe then guided them- 
ſelves ; and which they probably produc'd May 13 
when their Power in this reſpect ſeems to have been 
queſtion d For it is not to be imagin'd that they 
now firſt beg an this Practiſe, bat only Copy d what 
their Predeceſlors had done. And theſe Inſtances 
therefore, Fem as they are, are of great (ignificancy, 
as well becauſe the Concurrent Notices of Adjourn- 
ments now remaining are Few alſo, as becauſe 
theſe Few Precedents involve in them the Force of 


all the Foregoing ones upon which they were 


grounded. 

But that which is to overthrow theſe ſeveral In- 
ſtances at once, is the Conſideration of the Iime at 
which they happen'd ; which was, it ſeems, when 
the Affairs of the Church and and Clergy were in 
the Utmoſt Confuſion. This Point is labour'd 
mightily, and upon it ſomes Common Stories are 
told, with a Seeming Exactneſs, but many Real Mi- 
ſtakes; and to what Purpoſe, I do not readiiy appre- 
hend. For what ſigni ſies it to tell us, that the Parlia. 
ment was Diffolv'd on May 5. and the Clergy at a 
loſs whetoer they ſhould not diſperſe the Day aſter- 
wards, Cc. Did that make them chuſe on edu, 
day May the 5th to Adjourn rather to Friday May 
the 8th, than to Saturday May the ↄth, the Day to 
which the Biſhops Adjourn'd ? Did the ſurprize they 
were under make the Prolocutor unable to read the 
Date in the Archbiſhop's Schedule of Prorogation 2 
Or, had the Houſe parted in fuca a Fright on May 
the 5th, as to miitake their next Appointment, yet 
when they came together again on May the 8th, and 
had a little recover d themſelves, what potiible rea- 
ſon can be drawn from the Apprehentions and Doubts 
they were then under, for their declining to meet 
the Biſhops on May the gth, and Adjourning over 
them to the 13th? Did their Uncertainty whether 
they were a Lega] Convocation put them upon ta- 
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— dr Heel Step more than they had made al- 
ready ꝰ Wat it the way to ſet their Firſt Irregularity 
(that of Sitting after the Diſſolution of the Parlia- 
ment) right, to add another to it, by Adjourni 
art, and to a Different Time from the Biſhops 
they apprehenſive of the Advantages which 
their Enemies would make of the Extraordinary 
Cont inuance of their Aſſembly ? And would they 
give them New Advantages by the Extraordinary 
and Unprecedented Manner in which it was con- 
tinu'd? It is certain that their being now an Un- 
parliament ary-Syned was ſo far from giving them 
Liberty in this reſpect, that it rather Contin'd them 
more. For the Diſtinction of the Two Houſes, 
and their Separate Right of Adjournment, came all 
from their Parliamentary Relation : And tiftrefore 
their preſent diſingagement from That ſhould rather 
have brought them Nearer to the Methods of Pure 
Provincial Synods, than bave ſet them more at a 
Diſtance from them. 'Twas an Ill Time for the 
Lower Houle to attempt to enlarge their Parlia- 
mentary Priviledges, when the whole Body of the 
Convocation had jult looſen d it ſelf from the Par- 
liament. Upon the whole therefore no Reflections 
made on the Circumſtances of the Clergy, and the 
Difficulty of the Times can give us any reaſonable 
account of their Practice in this Caſe, ſuppoſing it 
to be Singular : On the Contrary we have all the 
reaſon in the World to believe, that if they had not 
had Precedents of this kind upon their Books, they 
would not then have firſt ventur'd to make them, 
The only Refuge now left, is to queſtion the Ex- 
actneſs of the Lower Houſe Minutes in theſe Dates; 
and this therefore is in the next place attempted : Burt 
How ? Why, by confronting them with a Printed 
Paſſage in Heylin's Cyprianus Anglicus, ſhewing 
their Diſagreement with it, and giving greater Cre- 


dit to the Print, than to the Original Journal: A 


piece of Defcrence, which the Writer of that Paper, 
Whoever he is, would, I believe, ſcarce have paid 
Dr. Heylin on any other Occaſion. But unfortu- 
nately it fo happens, that if this paſſage in Hevlin 
be Exact, then the Regiſter of the Upper Houle, 
as well as the Journal of the Lower, is falſe, and 
not to be depended on ; for His Relation equally 
contradicts Both of them. And ſure tis a new way 
of arguing, to produce the Authority of any Private 
Hiſtorian in Oppoſition to the Teſtimony of the 
Original Acts of Both Houſes of Convocation. 
Heylin (as tranſcrib'd in the Sheet) tells us The 
* Convocation was Adjourn'd fromWed.(May 6.)till 
the Friday following, (May 8.) and then till the 
* next Day after (Saturday May 9.) and ſo till Mon- 
* day (May 11-)——But,in Truth, Hey/in mentions 
the Days of the Week only, and the Days of the 
Month (which are put here artificially into Semi- 
circles, without giving us notice whether they belong 
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to Heylin's account, or nat] are in Him an: 


a Remark, which, as ſlight azit may ſ. 
der will preſently find uſeful Ar a 
this matter. The firſt particular "gu ger, as | 


- Heylin's 18 
count, that the Biſhops and Cler ee 0 % al 
day May 6. is, I ſuppoſe, true, | * | 
firm'd by Fuller, and agreeable to the Brad! A 
— A 6 ICE 0 
Convocation ; which has been to meet the Day af 
the Parliament, and receive the Royal Writ 10 
ſolution, tho they had happen d before to Adjour 
themſelves beyond that time: and with Nele 
for the Adjournments of either Houſe are 
always with a Deference to the Royal Power « 
Proroguing, or Diſlolving the whole, and are rex 
cable therefore upon the Interpoſition of it. ary 
the Clergy did not yet know whether the Cron 
might not think fit to diſmiſs them at the uf 
Day. But in all the Following Particulars, 
may have leave I hope to queſtion Heylin's Exat 
neſs ; both becauſe Fuller fays nothing of 
and becauſe they expreſly contradict the Journals c 
Both Houſes of Convocation : and one of thel 
that of the Upper Houſe, a very Exact and Parti 
cular Regiſter, as the Paper Styles it; where all th 
Adjournments are enter'd with theUltmoſtFormaliy 
and where it cannot be conceiv'd therefore that Thel 
ſhould be omitted. If it be ſaid, that theſe Met 
ings mention d in Heylin were not by way of 44 
Jjournment , but to Conſult only what they ſhoul 
do at this Difficue Juncture: 1 anſwer, that the 
Paſſage. thus explain d, will no ways weaken the 
Credit of the Minutes, which yet is the End of 
producing it. For the Minutes can be ſuppor' te 
take notice only of the Formal aud Regular Ad 
journments of the Houſe, not of the Caſual, ad 
Unconvocational Meetings of its Members. But 
in truth, Heylius words will not bear this Senſe:For he 
ſays expreſly, that the Convocation djournd 
from #edneſday till Friday, ang fem. Edd 0 
Saturday, and from Saturday to Monde; 
which he muſt have been miſtaken: and I believe 4 
Probable Account may be given how this Miltake 
came. He was a Member of this Convocation, and 
had enter'd in his Notes the Days of the Week, with- 
out adding thoſe of the Month, wherein the Como 
estion met; and when he was taking out thele into 
his Hittory, caft his Eye upon a Wedne{day in 
Falſe Week, and from thence tranſcrib d the ſucetl+ 
five Adjournments : For from #edneſday May 13 
(in the Nexe Week to that which he is upon) the 
Adjournments run in the Regilter exactly as they do 
in Heylin, the Convocation being continued from 
thence to Friday, and to the Saturday ant Mon 
following; which it is, in no other Period of tber 
Sitting whatſoever. This I verily believe to bare 
been the true Occaſion of Heylin s Error ; ohh 
if the Letter Writer ſmelt, by adding the U 
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* wel, be would: fain bave Cover d. How- 
»mult have Err d; nor is it the Only Mittske of 
ment he has made in this Story. For be tells us 
kt the King propos the Queſtion about Conti- 
wing the Convocation bey the Parliament, to 
te Lawyers on Sunday May 10» and intunates that 
by then gd it. Eucourag d with which, afſa- 
wc? (lays he) and 4 New Commiſſion 
0 fed to t heir Work again on Wedneſday, the 
tb bat! Mauth When yet it is certain, 


ma all the Printed Accounts of thoſe Times, and 


m lbe very Regiſter of the Upper Houte of Con- 
ation, that this Opinion was not Sign'd till May 
te 14th, the Day after he ſays they ſeer/ed to Work, 
wirrue of it. And in this Circumſtance too the 
mer of the Sheet, out of his Proſound Regard 
Any Authority, implicitly follows his Dates, 
bout Exam:ning whether they are Falſe, or not; 
n(vhich is worſe) without owning the Miſtake, if 
ound it: A Proceeding not likely (whenever he 
bonn) to raiſe his Credit, either for Probity, 
il in Chronology |! 
dall a {mall Objection remains to the Credibility 
the Minutes in that Inſtance, That though 
* from May 13+ to May 29, there we: c ſeveral Sel- 
om, yet no Difference appears as to T:me in the 
* Continuations of the Two Houſes—— From 
Mence this Writer would have it underſtood, that 
ue there was no Difference in the Adjournments 
her ay 13. probably there was none in thoſe before 
t A Arange fort of Inference | Eſpecially if it 
e contider'd, that the Convocation, atter they in 
Unelt enter d upon Buſineſs (which was not till 
& had receiv d the Opinion of the Lawyers on 
ly 15.) Sat de die in diem, without any Inter- 
un, but once, upon preſenting their Benevo 
fee: and no wonder therefore if the Meetings of 
ie Tvo Houſes were after that (what they could 
we well but be) Concurrent. Beſides it muſt freely 
round, That when the Two Houſes were upon 
lunch of Common Importance, it being for the 
Unvenience of the Lower Clergy to meet the Bi- 
Ra their own Days, in Order to a Quicker 
Match of it, they did accordingly thus meet 
am, in Theſe, and perhaps in molt other Initan- 
" Lut when there was no Occaſion for a ftrict 
ercourſe between theT woHouſes, they were more 
| N to order theirdeſſions, Each as they thought 
. And this take to be the true Reaſon of the ſeem- 
M Iregularity of the Adjournments from May 3 to 
13. 33 well as of that from Dec. 19. to Dec. 
= we are next to account for. The Atfairs 
uf "*Xition were at a ſtand both theſe Times, 
— — therefore Adjourn'd themſclves, Each 
— ay they judg'd Convenient. + 
nue (what the Sycet obſerves) that cn 


Dec. 18; the Day before the Convocation was Pro» 
rogu'd, the Archbiſhop was Impeactyd and Con- 
find: and on the 19th there ore we find tie Two: 
Houſes, who could not now tranſact Buſinels: 
Jointly, Adjourningto Different Days; the Lower, 
to Dec. 23. the Upper, to a further Time, Fan. 13. 
as being leſs Willing, and leſs Able to Act than the 
Lower, in the Abſence of their Chief Member the 
Archbiſhop No Other Uſe than this can be made 
of the Archbiſhop's Confinement, to ſhew why the 
Lower Houſe ſhould Sit intermediately; unlefs we 
ſhall ſay, that it put the Two Houles into ſuch a 
Conſternation, that they Adjourmd they knew not 
How, or Enter'd they knew not What into their 
Regiſters; which the Sheet aims to Infinuate, 
but without the leaſt Colour of Probability, or 
Fact, to ſupport ſuch an Infinuation. It tells us in- 
deed of a certain Diſmal Defign which the Rabble 
had to Aſlault the Convocation. But that was on 
the 12th of May before, and could no more influ» 
ence the Adjournment of the Lower Houſe ſo long 
afterwards, on Dec. 19. than it could thoſe of the 
5th and 80% of May , which were ſome Days: 
before it. And here therefore again I muſt = 
were the Clergy ſo aſtoniſh'd at what happen d to, 
the Archbiſhop on Dec. 18. that they forgot on 
Dec. 19. that he had ug'd to Adjourn thein ? Did 
Dr. Steward, the Prolocutor, who had been rais d 
by Archbiſhop Land, gratefully take this time to. 
Encroach upon him? Could it indeed be ſuſpected: 
that the Clergy made advantage of the Archbi- 
ſhop's Afflictions to Enlarge their Priviledges, we 
ſhould not be at a Loſs for an account of what they 
now did. But, beſides that we ſhould probably 
have had an account of this Uſage in the Archbi- 
ſhop's Diary, it is certain that the Clergy never paid 
him more Duty and Reverence than at this Juncture; 
and were ſo far from endeavouring to Grow upon 
him, that they were preparing to Suffer with him, as. 
they did ſoon afterwards. It was no Time for tbem 
to think of gaining New. Rights and Priviledges, 
when they were upon the very Brink of loſing all: 
their Old ones; nor a Proper Seaſon to hazard. the 
Diſpleaſure of the Parliament by Unwarrantable and 
legal Adjournments. Had they done ſo, we ſhould. 
ſurely have heard of it in the Debates. of the Com- 
mons ; and their Silence in this reſpect: therefore, is 
an Argument that the Clergy had done nothing but 
—— they could juſtifie by Common Cuſtom and 
Ulage. 
Allowing then that the Lower Houſe met on 
Dec. 23. (as how can it be doubted ?) Something 
is {till to be (aid, to ſpoil this Inſtance from being 
made a Precedent for Intermediate Adjournments. 
It is ſurmiz d therefore that they met only © to. 
* Conſult about ſome ſudden Difficulty; but that it 
* was no Uſual, or Ordinary Meeting, being but : wo. 
4+ ay 


* Days before cbm, and againſt the Convo- 


'* cations uſual Regard to the Great Feſtivals. This 


Surmize will be of little uſe when I have told the 
Reader that the Convocation in 1558, met upon 
Adjournment on Saturday the Eve of Eafter, and 
that the Firſt Convocation of this very Year [ 1640. ] 
met twice on Saturday, May 23. the Eve of Whit- 
ſenday; nay, that the Preſent Convocation it ſelf 
was by his Grace Adjourn'd to Friday, Fune 6, a 
Day juſt as near to One of the Great Feſtivals, as 
Dec. 23. is to Another: ſo that there was nothing in 
this Adjournment Singular, as to the Time of it. 
But the U — Honſe might (For ought we 
know) Meet and Conſult at the ſame Time, con- 
trary to their Prorogation to Jan. 13. Certainly 
they could. not, becauſe the Act of Prorogation, 
Jan. 13. is enter d at length, and has no Revokeng 
Clauſe in it; which it mult have had, in order to 
Qualitic the Biſhops'to meet as an Houſe, by their 
own Authority, before the Expiration of the Term 
to which they had expreſly Adjourn d. Beſide, the 
Minutes of the Lower Houſe ſay, that it was con- 
rinu'd from Dec. 19. to Dec. 23+ and this could 
therefore be no Sudden Occaſional Meet ing. for the 
Lower Houſe had appointed it, and adjourn'd to it 
before hand. a 
Les, but the Act of Dec 19. being probably enter d 
after the Une xpected Meeting | of the Convoca- 
tion) on the 23d, might make | the Lower Houſe 
Actuary] fix the former Continuation to that 
Day, though it were really to Jan. 13.—— And 
to fortifie this Gueſs, ſeveral ſmall Remarks are 
made to ſhew that this Notary us'd at once to enter 
the Acts of ſeveral Seſſions; Feyning them in the 
ſame Paragraph, and continuing them in the ſame 
Line, without ſo much am a Break at the End of 
the Firſt Day, or a Capital at the Beginning of the 
Second, or any more Diſtance than is Ordimanrily 
between the Words in aContinu'd Sentence, Now 
would not one imagine Theſe to have been the Pun- 
ctual Circumſtances, under which the Continuation 
from Dec. 19 to Dec 23, and from thence to Jan. 
1g. were enter'd? That there were no Breaks between 
theſe Acts of Adjournment ? No Dyvſcontinuance 
in the Lines where they are ſet down? No Capitals 
at the Entrance of them ? And yet He that conſults 
the AR-Book will find to his Surprize that theſe Acts 
are ſeverally enterd with ſuch Breaks, Diſtances, 
and > wer as are proper to diſtinguiſh them. 
True! But the A4, of ſeveral Other Days are joyn'd 
in the ſame Line. What is that to the Acts of 
theſe Days, which begin upon Different Lines? 
Allowing the Obſervation to be ult, that, where- 
ever the Writer of this Journal Continues the Acts 
of Two Days in the fame Line, there he enter'd both 
at Once; it would very probably follow from hence, 
that where in the fame Book he diſtinguiſnes them 
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by beginning different Lines, t 
t Times; and this is — Caſe ct 
__ _ — 
ut ebe five Seſſions from Dex. 9. 
all written with the ſame Ink,' — po of kl 
different from the reſt both before and * 
and were therefore Entred at the ſame time. 


is ſome what ſubtle, and would perhaps bear 2 of 


pute: But. to wave it Might not the Ad 
the ſame Pen and Ink during theſe 5 — 


different ones before, and after tbem? And if fo 


what Uſe is this Obſervation? Beſides, I can gi 
Nice Obferver one plain Inſtance, where re, 130 
Two Pages are continu d in the fame Line, with. 
a Capital, or any Remarkable Break to diſting 
them, and yet may be prov'd to have been unt 
at Different Times, becauſe written with Differl 
Inks. 'Tis at May 16. where the Act ends thu 
poſteà Prorogata fuit Seſſio in diem Lung 13 ) 
inter horas 9 # 11. And then follows in the (| 
Line, but in Ink of another C-lour, d:tto die 
Martin zntroduxit, &c. without ſo much as 2 
pita to introduce it. Which ſhews, that all t 
Refinements upon the Size of Letters, the Diſt; 
of Words, and ſuch other Important Points, are 
quite ſo Solid as they are Subtle. 

There is a Nicety yer behind unaccounted f 
the Actuary in his Entries hath miſtook the 18th, 
the 17th, and the 17th. for the 16th. of Novemh 
which is made an Argument that he wrote di 
things by Memory, and not upon the Spot. A 
One of theſe, what was done upon the Fg. 
Nov. 17, there needs no Proof that it was EN 
upon Memory; for the ACtuary not carrying 


Journal- book to Church with him, could ſet de 


what paſs d there upon Memo» y only. But as to 
Other, the Account of the Committe on Nie. 
it was certainly writ down at the very Time 
Committee fat ; for otherwiſe it would have | 
plac'd after what was done on the Faſt- day, and 
before it. But the Caſe was, that the Actuary, 
tending the Committee, Nov. 18. was not it Li 
ty to enter an Account of the preceding Fall 
till the Committee was up, and then he did it; 
with a Mitake, as to the Day, which he fell i 
by having dated the Committee a Day ſooner t 
he ſhould have done, and then adju'ting the Dit 
the Faſt day by it. I ſhould be aſhem d ton 
tain the Reader with ſuch Little Reflections nol 
ſonings as theſe, if the Writer, whoſe Steps | 

bound to trace, bad not made them nece!lary. 

I have omitted nothing, I think, that relates 0 
Minutes, but his Obſervation concerning the Lid 
Form of Continuing, on Dec. 23 Sub P0:9/4 
ne de revocando, &c.— that it is S 
c. 21. J Which means no more, thin that l 
Few or No Books left, we happen to bare ew 


I natur 
r Proyi 
ſe Biſhe 
) Whe 
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uprecedent of it; and that is no Wonder. A 
Welation it enter 'd in the fame Book by a Mem-. 
175 the Lower Houſe againſt the Canons then 
a Turn over all the Acts of that Houſe now 
mining, and you ſhall find none like it : But it 
erce follow from hence, that therefore ſuch a 
eſtation was not made. 

yt time I may be allow d to affirm, that none 
le ObjeCtions, ſtarted in this Sheet, do at all wea- 
the Authority of the Lower Houſe Book, or give 
«Ground to believe, that the ſeveral Parts of it 
elt taken on the Spot: On tne contrary, upon 


& moſt Unqueſtionable Marks of Original Mi. 
un; and, as ſuch, affords us a Teſtimony beyond 
lation of the Practice and Power of the Lower 
nſ to adjourn 1c ſelf Independently of the Upper; 
& was the Point I propos d to make out, and 
be done it by a Great Variety of Proofs, Some of 
my, I hope, convince the molt Prejudic d 
lun. It remains, that I ſhould now conlider 
witemove alſo thoſe Doules and Diſficult ies which 
n (till ſeem to clog this Right, and to take off 
mewbat from the Force of the Evidence given in 
half of it, Moſt of theſe have been obviated 
d in the Courſe of this Argument: 
meter, I ſhall take a View of them here together, 
pre diſtinct Anſwers to each of them. 
| [tis pleaded, that the Power of Proroguing 
mp: to the Archbiſhop in the Common Right of 
Metropolitan ¶ p. 3. c. 2. and agen, That 
beter mination of the Time of Meeting and Act- 
„Power that Metropolit ans (as ſack) have 
Wantly emoy d and exercis'd in all the Ages of 
Church | Ibid. c. 1.] This is ſaid indeed with a 
N Deciive Air; and yet I muſt beg leave to doubt 
auth of it. That the Metropolitan had a Right 
ther, was under a Duty)ot Convening the Cler- 
bi Province at Times preſcrib d by the Canons, 
oy very well. But after they were met, TI am 
uf) d that he had a Right to Prorogue, or 
Aa them at pleaſure. It was neceſſary that the 
ut ion of the Rile of the Church for aſſembling 
Pics ſhould be plac d in ſome One Hand]; and it 
Wztural therefore to lodge it with the Chief of 
once But there was no Neceſſity that any 
r Liſhop ſhould have Power to prorogue the Sy- 
vlen aſſembled, becauſe that might be, and 
WF oppoſe) done by Common Conſent 3 the 
«vtich the Metropolitan had in it being only to 
"ale lne'Senſe of the Synod, as the Chairman, or 
amen Mouth of it. But allowing the Metropo- 
aVng;nally to have had ſuch a Power, yet that 
un preſent out of Doors, when we are enqui- 
wo ttſe Rights, not of a Metropolitan at large, 
u en Engliſh, Metropolit an, preliding over a 
" compos d of Two VDiitinct Houſes, which 
* 
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d Examination, we find, that it carries in it all 


manage their Debates ſeparately, and have a Nega- 
tive upon each Other; and are call'd together not 
any ways by His, but purely by Royal! Authority. 
And ſuch a Metropolitan hath no Right of Pro» 
roguing, whatever the Ancient ones had. The Sy- 
nodical Rights of Metropolitans have not been the 
Same in All Ages, or in All Countries; in Ours,par- 
ticularly, they are leſſen d in ſeveral Reſpets. The 
Kdgegs, or Sanct ion of the Canon, which amounted 
to little leſs than a Negative, was anciently in Them, 
Here, as well as Elſewhere ; whereas Now it is not, as 
is manifeſt from the Style of all the Canons made 
fince the Reformation. The Aſſemb ing of Synods, 
without any Recourſe to the Civil Power, was of 
Old their Right, when they were 724ur'd ſo to do 
by the Canons; but now they mult have the Ng 's 
Authority for Calling them. And if their Power be 
alter'd from what it was in theſe reſpects, what 
wonder it it ſhould be abridg'd alſo in Others; par- 
ticularly, in the Point of Prorogumg ? A Point of 
much leſs Conſequence, and leſs derogatory to the 
Honour of a Metropolitan than that ot Aſſembling; 
which yet he hath confeſſedly loſt. It is odd to hear 
Men urge the Argument of Primitive Right for an 
Archbiſhop's Power to Prorogue, in a Country, where 
his very Right of Convening,from whence, if at all. he 
muſt have deri d his Right of Proroguing.is totally 
aboliſhed. It is probable that this was well known to 
Archbiſhop She/don,and thoſe Other Learned Prelates 
whom he confulted upon the Anſwer he wrote to the 
Poliſh Letter: For there, among the Pre-eminences 
of the Archiepiſcopal See, he mentions the Right of 
Calling Synods Li e. Miniſterially, and in Subordina- 
tion to the King] and of Moderatiug in them 3 but 
not a Word does He (or Dr. Couſins, whole Tables 
he has there an Eye to)ſay of hu Right of Praroguing 
them: which yet, had it been under ſtood to belong 
to his Character, might have deſerv'd a Mention as 
well as the Former. And yet this very Pallage is 
produc'd, Occaſ. Letter, p. 65. in favour of the 
Metropolitical Right of Prorogation; according to 
the Uſual Diſcretion of that Writer : Who might 
withal have remembered, that there is not a Word in 
that Letter, of his Grace's Power to Deprive a Suf- 
fragan Biſhop ;, and for this Reaſon too ſhould have 
kept it out of light, inſtead of ſhewingit. To re- 
turn Let any Inſtance of a Primitive Metropo- 
litan be giver, who had thePower of Proroguing Sy- 
nods, fo Cal d, and Conſtituted as our Engliſh Con- 
vocations are; and the Argument from ſuch an An- 
cient Pattern will have its Weight: But Otherwiſe, 
the Difference of Times, Circumſtances, and Conlti- 
tutions will eaſily account for it. 

2. It is farther pretended that the Archbiſhop, 4s 
Preſident of the Convication, had a Right to pro- 
rogue it. | Let. p. I. c. 2. p. 2. c. 1. p. 3. c 2.) But 
They who talk thus, do not ſeem to underitand the 


Word. The Title of Preſident, as apply'd to the 
Archbiſhop is wholly New, and unknown to all E1- 
der Convocations ; where, whenever it isemploy'd, it 
conltantlv fignifies one that Preſides in tbe ſtead of, 
and by an Authority deriv'd from ſome Other. The 
Biſhop of London, for Inſtance, when he ads by 
Commitiion trom the Dean and Chapter of Canter- 
bury, is ſtyl'd Dominus Preſidens ; but the Archbi- 
ſhop himſelf, never. Tho therefore the Archbiſhop 
hath of late been unaccurately call'd Preſident of the 
Convocation, yet this new Title hath given him no 
Power but what he had before, and implies rather a 
Dimination than an Increaſe of his Authority. Be- 
fides, even under this Modern Uſe of the Word, the 
Archbiſhop can never properly be ftyl'd Preſident of 
the Convocation, but when the Two Honſes are to- 
— and then indeed he is the Chairman, or Mo- 

tor of the whole Aſſembly; as, when the Com- 
mons attend in the Houſe of Lords, the Chancelor i 
call'd the Common Mouth of that great Preſence 
{ See Journ. Com. March 1603. J: But when the 


Two Houſes of Convocation are aſumder, the Arch- ' 


biſhop preſides over his Own only. Superiori hujus 
Conventus (ſaid Archbiſhop Parker) Ego Prefide- 
bo: TheConſequence of which is, that the Archbi- 
ſhop cannot, by virtue of his Preſidency, Prorogue 
Both Houſes, when form'd, and fitting Apart, be- 
cauſe then He really Preſides over but One of them, 
and the Prolocutor over the Other; whom for that 
Reaſon Biſhop Hall, as we have heard, calls Prefident 
of the Lower Aſſembly : Tho the Truth 1s, that nei- 
ther the Arcbiſhop, as Preſiding over the One nor the 
Prolocutor, as preſiding over the Other, Prorogues 
either of them ; but Each Houſe Prorogues it ſelf, 
and the Proper Perſon in Each Intimates, or Noti- 
ties the Prorogation- 

Theſe are flight Exceptions ; it is more Material 
what is Objected, 

3: From the Upper Houſe Ats,that © the Proro- 
« gations are there always expreſſed in ſuch Terms as 
* evidently include the Whole Convocation— Hanc 
* Convocationem, Hwuuſmods Conv. Præſentem 
* Sacram Synod" five Conv. Prælator & CleriProv. 
Cant. The true Anſwer to which is, that theAdjourn- 
ments in the Houſe of Peers have for 200 years laft 
patt been in like manner enter d upon their Books, 
Dominus Cancellarius continuavit PRASENS 
PARLIAMENTOM, or Cont inuavit & Proroga- 
vit PRASENS PARLIAMENTUOM, or declara- 
vit eſſe Continuandum; and yet the Act of the Chan- 
celor Adjourns the Lords only. This Phraſe in the 
Lords Journal had its Rife, I ſuppoſe, in Early Days, 
when the Diviſion of the Two Houſes being not yet 
Compleat, the Whole Parliament was by One Act 
adjourn'd; and bath been kept up ſtill, ever ſince the 
Separation, in Memory of Elder PraCtice, tho with- 
out its Full and Original Meaning, The fame Ac- 
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count may be given of the Præſens Convocg:; 
vincialis Synodus, and the — ſaid in 1 uy 
Regiſters to be A 7journ'd : whatever theſe Pyr 
ſes anciently imported, when the Entice Body of the 
Convocation was prorogu d at Once, they do now fg. 
nify the Upper Houſe only ; and include always U 
Tacit Condition, Quoad hane- Domum, which hath 
in the Lower Houſe Books been ſometimes exprefy' 
And it is the leſs to be wonder d that theſe Vom 
Conpocat io, and Synodus, ſhould thus be teſtram d i 
the Opper Houſe, when it is conſider d thot they n 
ſometimes put for the Lower Horſe alone; of which 
there are 40 Inſtances, I believe, in the Minutes 
ter the Reſtoration ; where the Convocatio, or h 
aus is faid to be continu d, and yet the Lower Hoo 
only is to be underſtood. even the Proloeu 
is there on the 14th. of March 1677. ftyl'd Cons 
cations preſentis Prolocutor ſive Referendariu: 
which was no Miſtake of Mr. Mundy's, nor a Tit 
then firſt conferr'd upon him; for in a Sentence d 
Suſpenſion pronounc'd by Archbiſhop Banereft, 
D. 1606. I find him thus nam d, Prolocutor did 
Convecationss ¶ See his Rep. fol 138.) Inlikem: 
ner an Elder Regiſter, at the Year 1480. tells us, thi 
William Pykenham Archdeacon of Suffolk, wa pr 
ſented in Prelocutorem dicti Concilii per totum l 
rum electum | Bourchier. fol. 26 b.] In another de 
tence declar d by Dr. Tale, A. D. 1562. the Long 
Houſe it ſelf is calfd Domus Inferioris Convecar 
11. All this Archbiſhop Parker knew very t 
who therefore in his Speech to the Convocation ai 
1572, before recited, uſeth this Compellation, Inf 
orts Concilii Dilecti Fratres ; and in Antiq. b 
tann. (which he Review'd) conſtantly employs! 
perior, and Inferior Synodus, to exprels the Uy 
and Lower Houſe of Convocation : See p. 316.32 
341,379, 384, 385, 401. Lond. Edit. So thut n 
Words Synodus, Concilium, and Conveatio, tl 
differently apply d to ſignifie either Houle, or bal 
according as the Matter to which they relate, au 
Circumſtances in which they are us d, determine! 
Senſe of them. EY 
To this it is reply'd. That in the Archbiſhops x 
rogations both © the Upper and Lower Hout #t 
dictinctly expreſs d, Convecationem Province 
* Prelatorum & Cleri Cant. Prov. and Both i 
* fore muſt be Prorogu'd by him I di not {et 
Conſequence ; for ſtill even This Expreilion mi) 
underſtood, with the Latent Reſerve, Quoad bd 
Domum as well as the Orhers. But if that be oh 
too Hard, the Reader may be pleas d to rect" 
further Account of it, The Firſt Schedule if Pf 
ation, herein the Prelates and Clergy *! 
Rin®tly expreſs d. is of the Year 1670, andit uuf 
in there by the Miſtake of Mr. Mundy, the Dram 
the Schedule, who, tho Otherwiſe of good A 
in his Profeſſion, appears to have been a Man 


uxquainted with Forms of this kind, and unable 
oword them #kilfully. The Reader will not think 
[jure his Memory, when he knows, that in this 
n Schedule, and in an Hundred ſucceeding Ones, 


ylesthe Archbiſhop, when proroguing in Perſon, 
1 ESIDENS, five LOCUMTENENS, ad+ id 
e & legitime fulcitw ; and, where the 
\rhbiſhop acts by a Deputy, that Deputy is call'd 
terendsſimi PRESIDENTIS, five LOCUMTE- 
MENTIS Commiſſarius, five Subſtitutus: which 
refxpretſions ſo Improper every way, and Abfurd, 
tat they betray a deep degree of Ignorance in Him 
wow'd them. For, allowing the Miſtake of his 
oling the Archbiſhop Preſidens, to be eaſily fallen 
to, becauſe, in Engliſh, the Archbiſhop was us d 
twheſo call d; yet how he could apply the Word 
lum tenens to him, which can a 5 nothing 
but Deputy, or Commiſſary, and was never other- 
employ'd either in, or dur of Convocation, is 
unge. And it is ſtranger yet that he ſhould not ſee 
Groſs Error, when the Archbiſhop made a Com- 
imer to Prorogue for him; but go on {till to 
une that Commitfioner, Præſidentis five Locum 
mentis Commiſſarius five Subſtitutus, that is, the 
wmifary of a Commiſſary. No wonder if in ſuch 
edule the Phraſe, Prelatorum & Clers Cant. 
n was firſt introduc d, with no greater Propriety, 
r Ground From Precedents than either of the For- 
u. The Occaſion of his Miſtake, I believe, was 
The Fire in --66. had deſtroy'd the Sche- 
kr; and Mundy,being at a Loſs for a Form, litt 
tackily upon One, where the Biſhop of London, 
ICommillary to the Dean and Chapter of Canterbu- 
did by virtue of a Royal Myrt, Prorogue the 
ſole Convocation (for with theſe Circumſtances 
exchedule, and all the Terms of it, ſtrictly agree); 
V viſely apply'd it to the Archbiſhop's Ordinary 
Weurnments, The Phraſe, Prælarorum & Cleri, 
Ping no better a Birth than this, nothing-more, 
link, need be ſaid to Diſgrace its with every 
telligent Reader. After all, we are told 
& That © the Effect of thoſe Words, Præſens 
Comocatio, and Sacra Synodus, &c. mult deter- 
vine their Meaning; and that the Effect of them 
tath conſtantly been, the Prorogation of the Low- 
7, well as of the Upper Houſe. Thisſis prov d, 
auſe, whenever there was an Adjournment by 
dee Words in the Upper Houſe, there was alſo 4 
Concurrent Prorog ation in the Lower. [ Let-p.4. 
: )-- But this Aſſertion is made at a Vent ure; and, 
wh be proy'd true, would not yet bear all that 
git that is laid upon it. It can never be made 
that the Prorogations in both Houſes were al- 
Concurrent, becauſe the Proof of it depends up- 
neun rent Fournals; and how little of this kind 


Mence is left, I have ſaid already. But ſuppo- 
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ann by him in the following Years, be conſtantly 


fing the Prorogations of Each Houſe had been al- 
moſt always to the ſame Time, doth it follow, that 
they muſt have been made by the ſame Authority? 
Might not two Bodies, which had Perpetual Occa- 
fions of Conſulting Each Other, agree to make their 
Adjournments Comcidentfor their Mutual Conveni- 
ence ? I am ſure, this was the Caſe often, as to the Two 
Houſes of Parliament, who have ſat throughout an 
whole Seſſion upon the very ſame Days, and did uſe 
to give one another Notice when they adjourn'd tor 
any Time, that they might contriveto tit Together; 
and yet cont inu d themſelves always by their Own 
Authority. An Iaſtance or Two of this kind will 
be inſtructive to the Reader. 

March 22. 1620. (The Journal of the Lords 
ſays) ! A Meſſage to the Lower Houſe to let em 
* underftand that the Lords have agreed the Receſs 
© from Parliament for this time to be on T:e/day 
* next, and that the Lords do leave the Time for the 
* Acceſs again to theContideration of the Commons. 

May 17. 1621. A Meſlage to the Commons--that 
* their Lordſhips, out of their Defire to hold good 
* Correſpondency between Both Houſes, have 
thought good to ſignifie unto them, that their 
* Lordſhips do intend to fit no more after this Mor- 
ning until Thurſday next. The Commons ſent 
them word, that they would Adjourn to the ſame 
Day - And fo again on May 29. 1621. and in a 
Multitude of other Inſtances. 

Such was the Old Practice of Parliament ; and 
when the Uſage began to vary there, was ſtill kept 
up in Convocation; the ſtrict Union of the Biſhops 
with their Ptesbyters out of Convocation contribu- 
ting to make their Correſpondence in it more Cloſe 
and Laſting, than it could well be between the Two 
Houſes of the Temporalty. So that the Adjournments 
of the Clergy below have been generally adapted to 
thoſe above, not of Neceſſity, but Choice, and for the 
Mutual Convenience of both Houſes. And this I take 
to be one Chief Reaſon of the Archbiſhop's Signing 
a Schedule of Prorogation all along, that the Lower 
Houſe might have a more Formal and Honourable 
Notice of what was done Above than could come to 
them by the Hands of a Common Meſſenger; and 
an Opportunity by that means of making their Seſ- 
fion (if Buſineſs fo requird) Concurrent with that 
of the Biſhops : But the Schedule it ſelf laid them un- 
derno ſuch Obligation, nor did the Signing, or Pub- 
liſhing of it above include, or concern them. 

The true State of our Preſent Diſpute hath been 
ſaid to be, Where the Seat of that Power is,by which 
the Lower Houſe is Adjourr'd ; whether in the 
Houſe it ſelf, or in the Archbiſhop ? Should it prove 
to be in the Houſe, then 1t comes to be enquir'd, 
whether the Houſe by the Antient Cuſtom of Con- 
vacation be not oblig d to meet the Biſhops at the 
Day whichThey ſhall appoint? I will not ſay but they 

D 2 are, 
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are, if any Synodical Buſineſs be then in Agitation. 
But ſtill this is a New Queſtion ; and, however de 
cided, makes neither for, nor againlt the Power of 
the Lower Houſe to Adjourn it ſelf. And therefore 
(to Reſume our Argument) could it, which it can- 
not poſſibly, be Evinc'd, that the Upper Houſe of 
Conipcation never ſat without a Parallel Seiion of 
the LOwer ; yet will not this prove that the Lower 
Houſe were Continu'd by any other Authority than 
their O72 ; nor that they could not have Continu'd 
themſelves to a Nearer Day, and have fat before 
the Biſhops, upon an Intermediate Adjournment. 

5- It is alledg d. that there are ſome Inſtances in 
1586. where the Lower Houſe did not Adjourn it 
felf, and yet mer the Biſhops afterward on Their 
Day; and muſt therefore have been included in the 
Prorogation made Above. For Example, the 
Lower Houſe Book fays, & Martii, Comparueruut 
Magiſtri D. Powel, Say, Gilpin, Welt, & Max- 
field bujus Domits, quibus intimatum fuit bujuſ- 
modi Con docat ionem de Maidato © Voluntate 
Reverendi/ſimi eſſe continuandum in diem Merc. 
prout reverã Continuata fuit. Une poſtea diſ- 
ceſſerunt, &c. But, | | 

1. It is extremely probable that in This, and O- 
ther Like Caſes in that Book, there was always a 
Formal Continuation of the Lower Houſe by the 
Prolocutor, or his Deputy, tho the Actuary hath 
not always taken care to expreſs it; for ſometimes 
he bath: As on March 1. Some of the Lower 
Houle (he ſays) appear'd, Qbus intimatum fuit 
hujuſmodi Convecationem eſſe cont in uandam 1uſ7e 
in diem Merc. de Mandato Reverend:ſſimi, 
prout revera fic continuata fuit per Magiſtrum 
Lucam Gilpin ſuffic:enter & legitimè in eq parte 
Deputatum,, i. e. Deputed by the Prolocutor to 
adjourn the Lower Houſe, of which, Gili was a 
Member, In the Acts of the PiectdUing Convoca: 
tion of this Year, when there was. nothing but a 
bare Adjournment of the Lower Houſe, it is ſct 
gown always, together with the Deputation by 
which it was at any time made: and fo it is, in the 
Minutes of 1640. afterwards. © This. being the 
Known, Cotiſtant Practice, and already taken no 
tice of by the Actuary, torte quot ies, in bis Jour- 
nal of the Firſt Convocation; might be the reaſon 
that he made his Entries leſs Exactly and Formally 
in the Second: For it was not then a Doubt, Whe- 
ther the Lower Houſe had a Power of Adjourning 

it felf ; nor, conſequently, could it be foreſeen that 
the Om iſſton of ſuch Forms would be any ways to 
its Prejudice. However, 

2. Should we allow {what never need be allow d) 
that the Convocation was ſometimes Continu'd A- 
bove onely, upon an Ordinary Adjournment ; and 
that the Lower Clergy, without &djourning them - 
fclres, took Notice of it, and met accordingly : 
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Yet would not even This Allowance any way a8 
their Claim. For the Convocation $, 651 0 
King's Wit, and till therefore it is Proro * 
his Writ, the Te Houſes (into which, _— > 
it divides, by the ſame Cuſtom as the Palau 
doth} Sub/iſt alſo; and are not render d lc. pal 
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of Acting as ſuch, by any D:ſcontinuance of the Ay 
Se. ons. For it is a Miſtake to think that 429 tele 
ments are ſo neceſſary to the very Being of autiout (71A 
that it would Sin without an Unimcer: upted 10 king 
ceſſion of them, nicely obſcry'd. The True Noty which 
ot an Adjournment 1s, that it puts off, or contin aun 
the Bulineſs of the Houſe to a Further Day, adi bel. 
forms the Members when they are to meet next a, nd 
it, and will be under the Diſpleaſure of the Hey beret 
if they do not. Tis true, when once ſuch a Dx night 
prfitively fi d, they cannot, I believe, by er 
own Authority Ant icipace it, becauſe they h ſem. 
concluded themſelves by their Own AQ, and let 8A 
Room to recall it. But (which is our Preſent CA Foot 
ſhould they All fail to meet on the Day Apphα]/— m. 
and come together the Day afterwards, they we ie 4dr 
{till be a Legal Aſſembly to all Intents and Purpcſ + 
the Di/continuance of the Houſe would nut [ is el 
ſolve it; bat it might at any time, during the f more f 
of the Writ, be ed. Thus much we meg 
ther from a Practiſe Familiar at this Day amoog WM” ” fb 
Lords, who Adjourn their Houſe at Pleaſure, ; 1 
Reſume it, as they ſee fit, an Hour, or two if 1 Of 
wards ; and for the ſame reaſon might, du 
reſume it a Day, or a Week after: And if they Mer 
no ſuch Precedents upon their Books, 'tis be ire, nc 
they had never any Occaſion for them. For if it 1 
in the Power of the Houſe to Revive it (ell, ; — o 
nute after it hath once drop d, it may Revire it M 
what Diſt arce ſoever, while the Parliament! * Cor 
Indeed the Whole Time of the Parliaments Si: a: 
being look'd upon as On? Day, and the AGs m 10 
in every Se:Hon taking place accordingly me 
tirſt Moment of it (without ſome Provilica to: '* 
contrary) ; there hath been a Great Nice'y in pl on 12 
of Adjournments introduced into Parliament, EN 
order to Continue and Unite the ſcveral Scr - tre 
it. And yet theſe Formalities are not lo ftrith 3 : dog 
ſerv*d there but that Either Houſe meets oitenn 8 
an Hour, or Two, after the Time it hath preſon 9 Ven 
and yet doth not think that it ceaſes to be anf C oF 
becauſe of that Diſcont inuance. Now, by thish ent 
the Lower Houſe of Convacaticn (which he "gs 
the fame Reaſon to tie it ſelfsup to all theſe Nic 3 
as the Houſes of Parliament have) may Meet oo he thy 
One Day, two, or three, after that to uch it 7 a 
Adjourn'd ; and yet, when it meets, be 3 L448 , at 
w : . „ 5 4 
Houſe, as if it had peremptorily betore hand 05 bs 
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that time of Alſem hling Suppoſing then, l 
the Inſtances of 1 86. no Separate Cut. 
Ferant! 

of the Lower Houſe was made, we ae bh 
— 
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tence to inferr, that it was included in the Conti- 
"uation of the Upper; but only, that the Lower 
Foule intermitted to Meet for a Time, when no 
viſocſs wes before them, {as there was none in All 
ole Caſes) and Reſum'd its Seilion afterwards, as it 
uu cccaſion. 
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night freely Adjourn themſelves, as it is certain the 
Mer Houle did; for it affects Neither, or Both of 
ſtem- 

6. Another thing Objected. is, that there 1s noColaur 
Foot ſtep of any ſuch Claim, as the Lower Houſe 
ww make in the Convocation Ads re maining in 
le 4rchbiſhop”s Regiſters before the Reformation. 
'p, 2. c. 2.] But can it be expected that the Upper 
Bauſe Books (for the Archbr[hop*s R-vijters are no 
more) ſhould attord a clear Proof of the Powers and 
reges of the Lower Clergy 2 Would the Com- 
nn; think it an Objection to — of their Rights, 
ut no account of them is to be found in the Jour- 
of the Lords ? or, to bring the Caſe nearer to 
Parallel in the O/d Refs of Parliament? Which were 
made vp. in the Houle of Peers; and where, to be 
ſire, no care was taken to Record things that made 
ir the Rights and Privileges of the Commons? The 


o the Upper Houle, either of Parliament, or 

(a8 ocation,. could not well take Notice of what 
, 9 Comraons Temporal or Spiritual did, but when 
„bia telt was an Eye Witneſs of it; that is, when 
* e Tx Houſes were Together: But what the Lower 
on 


6d Apart, either as to Adjournments,or Other Points, 
wa never Regularly be enter'd Above And yet 
tr all, it ſo happens, that even from the Old Regi- 
rs ot the Archbiſhop enough may be drawn, to 
i the Right which the Lower Houſe always had 
ode parate Continuat ions; as I have in part prov'd 
dy, and could amply Contirm, if it were worth 
able nicely to enquire, what the Practice was 
90 Lears ago, when we have ſo many Surer and 
eater Evidences to guide us; and when, whatever 
* Heretofore, it mult have been utterly chang'd, 
| thus reſpect, by the Satute of Subm: (ſion. 

For this Reaſon, the Accounts giver) by the Sheet- 


i bor of te Origin of the Lower Hou'e, if they 
Leue, yet arc nothing to the Purpoſe; particu- 
and % What he ſays, of the Clergies Debating here- 
n, th Nore ma Corncy of that Chapter- Houſe where the 


Mops lat; which is mention d by him with ſuch a 
ful Air as neither becomes his Caule, nor is like- 
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an Old Tale of ſeveral Hundred Years ſtanding, and 


ly to Serve it, All we need reply to it, is, That it is 


fit to be taken by the Relater into the Corner from 
u hence he drew it. - 
7. The Oldeſt Conwocattion-Men now Living, 
are vouch'd as teſtifying, chat they always rechen d 
themſetves included in the Prorogation made in the 
Upper Houſe, Cu 3. c. 1.) But their Teſtimony, 
how exprels ſoever, would ſigniſie little, any further 
than it related to what was done between 1651, and 
1654. For all atterthat may be ſuppos d to have been 
a Cont inued Dream, in which the Convocation ſl-pt 
over their Privileges; and having once let go the 
Great Right of Taxing themſelves, might be 
leſs careful to ſecure the others And as to the Prece- 
dents,in point of Adjournment,from 1661 to 1664, 
perhaps it would puzzle ah Old Convocation- Man, 
at this diſtanee, to be very Exact and Particular in 
his Relations concerning them. Old Mens Memories 
fail them ſometimes ; and Crafty Men now and then 
have Convement Memories. And perhaps too, 
were the whoie Set of Old Members call'd upon, 
their Teſtimony in this Cafe might differ Sure I am, 
that a Lower Houſe Member of the Irish Convoca- 
tion in 1651, now Living, and in London, is very 
poſitive, that his Brethren did not look upon them- 
{elves as included in the Prorogation of the Upper 
Honſe, but continu'd their Houſe ſeparately, and to 
ditterent Days. And it will be granted, I believe, 
that the I %% Lower Houſe had not Greater Privi- 
leges than the Exgliſ one; becauſe it had them from 
Hence Originally, and was wont, in all it did, on- 
ly to Copy the Engliſh Pattern. And as to the Pra- 
tte here at Home, have, ſometime apo, ſeen a 
Proof of it, which I take to be of great Moment; 
tis the Extracts of Dr. Heylin out of the Upper 
Honſe book, from 1529 for above 50 Years down- 
wards. They are. taken partly in Latin, and partly 
in Engliſh ; and where the Form of Cont inuat ion is 
tranſlated by him, his Expretiion, in hundreds of In- 
ſtances, is, the Houſe Amtjourn'd. The Advantage ! 
make of this, is, that the Extracter was certainly of 
Opimon, that the Archbiſhop's Schedule adjourn'd 
his own Houſe only. And his Opinion is of weight, 
becauſe he liv'd. when the Records of Both Houſes 
were Entire, and is known to have underſtond Con- 
vocation-matters better than any Man of his Time. 
After all, we need go no further than the Lower 
Houſe Minutes ſince the Re tauration, to diſprove 
the Pretended Teſtimomy of theſe Oli Convocation- 
Men; for Thoſe Minutes, (us I have ſhewn) where- 
ever an Adjournment is ſet down, (peak of it-always 
as an Act of the Houſe, or in ſuch Terms at leaft as 
are perfectly Confiſtent with its being fo. And it any 
one, who was then a Member of Convocation, be 
really perſuaded that the Practiſe was Otherwiſe 
(which is more than I know) ; his Miſtake * 
rom 
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became them. And u 


from a Remembrance of the Concurrent Adjourn- 
ments of Either Houſe, without any Diſtinct No- 
tion of the Manner in which they were made. 

8. Nothing now remains, I think, to be conſider d, 
but a Conjecture built upon the Silence of the Con- 
vocation in 1889. when, it ſeems, © a Committee 
*« was appointed to inſpect the * — in order to 
* adjuſt the Privileges of Both Houſes: And then 
the Lower Clergy did not think the Quotations 
* now produc d any Ground for ſuch a Claim as 
their Succeſſors in the preſent Convocation ad- 
* vance, [p 3. c. 2.) The Convecation of 89. was 
too much taken up with other kind of Debates, to 
be at leiſure to think of This. They met at ſo Nice 
a ſuncture, and ſtruggled with ſuch Difficulties in 
the Birth, that it was no wonder if the Members 
were willing to be diſmiſs'd as ſoon as was poſſible; 
and thought That it ſelf, as matters then ſtood, a 
great Point gain d. But as to a Committe of Privi- 
leges then ſaid to be appointed, it is all Pure Fiction: 
For the Committee here meant, was deterrnin'd to 
confider One Point only, how the Precedents ſtood 
in relation to Meſſages ſent up by the Lower Houſe, 
without their Prolocutor; and even This Committe 
it ſelf, appears not ever to have Sat, and, it is certain, 
made no Report. So that of what Uſe a Mention 
of it could be on the Preſent Head of Debate, I am 
at a loſs to imagine. 

This is all I can pick up from the Leeter, or Dr Ren- 
net s late Piece, which ſeems any way to affect the 
Claim of the Lower Houſe in the Point of Proro 
tions I have conſider d what I found of this kind, with 


all poſſible Fairneſs ; neither concealing a ſingle Diffi- 


culty, nor diſſembling the Force of it: I was rather 
willing that this Diſpute ſhould run out into an In- 
convenient Length, than that any thing ſhould re- 
main without an Anſwer, which might be thong be 
to deſerve one. And now, after having produc'd the 
Evidences on the one fide, and _ 'em thus im- 
partially againſt the Objections on the Other, I may 
have leave, I hope, to ſay, what, I doubt not, every 
Reader has already ſaid to bimſelf, that the Lower 
Clergy in Convocation have anUnqueſtionable Right 
of Adjourning themſelves, and that the Sear of that 
Power by which they are Adjourn'd, is neither in 
the Archb:ſbop ſolely, nor in Him and his Suffrag ans 
joyntly, but in the Lower Houſe. 

The Clergy therefore are very Juſtifiable in entring 
on this Diſpute with their Biſhops ; the only remain- 
ang Queſtion is, how well they have Manag d it; 
whether with that Temper, Decency,and Duty which 
n this Head the Letrer it ſelf 
has nothing to object to them; and we may be 
ſure therefore, that they are Faultleſs, If ſome Diſ- 
ſenting Members of theirs have whiſper'd about any 
little Stories to their Prejudice, in this reſpect ; they 
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have done it. againſt their own Knowletp, and C 
ſcience : For it is certain, that never any y often 
maintain'd aDiſpute of that Length,and Confequeng 
with more Calmneſs, or greater Deference to the 
Superiors ; in which they perfiſted to the very af 
notwithſtanding the Frequent Changes of the N 
ſtion, the Slights, and Unreaſonable Hardſhips oe 
very fort, which were, in the ſeveral Steps of tm be 
bate, put upon them. Phe Proof of this will 

in its full Light, when a Juſt Account of their bi. 
ceedings ſhall be given to the World. The only fg 


18, leaſt, upon a Peruſal of it, their Friends ſhout the \ 
be of Opinion that they have rather ſtoop'd toomug work 
than too little: For the Members of the Lows bye 


Houſe, when Afſembled, are no longer to be look 
upon as ſo many PrivatePerſons ,but as the Legals 
preſentatives of Eight or Ten Thouſand Men in Hoy 
Orders, and carrying in them the Weight of th 
Whole Clergy of the Province. And, under thisViey 
they = reaſonably hope for good Uſage at leaſt, i 
not for ſome little Degree of Reſpect, from tber 
Betters. 
Tus true, what the Letter obſerves, That a Di 
minution of the Honour and Authority of the Bj 
s would be of ill Conſequence to the Cle 
themſelves: And God forbid therefore that any d 
them ſhonld endeavour it ! But it ought withal to a 
conſider d, that my Lords the B:ſbops Honour and 
Authority is beſt ſecur'd, by ſupporting the 
Rights and Intereſts of the Lower Orders; and thi 
the more Cotiſiderable the Perſons Govern d are, the 
greater Eſteem and Influence will They have ws 
Govern them. Their Lordſhips move in a gret 
Sphere, and have Great Friends to ftand by them; 
and yet their ſureſt Hold is in the Hearts of ther 
Clergy :. Which they can never fail of, while they 
are in their« true Intereſts ; ſhew themſelves Ready 
to hearken to all their Juft Claims, and inclnd + 
ther to Enlarge, than Abridge their Privileges. 
Their Lordſhips may frame to themſelves wit 
Schemes they pleaſe about the Springs of theſe Us 
happy Differences,{ See Let · p. 1.c. 1, j Bat i ce 
that they lie no lower than in an Obſervation of the 
Steps taken, of late Years, towards ſuppreſſing toe 
Rights and very Being of Convocations; 3 
may not be improper here, ia theCloſe of theſeSneety 
to touch upon ſome Part of them. When the Ci. 
gy met in 89, a New ſort of Licenſe, wi, U 
Somebodys Advice, and Connivance, put pes 
them, which hindred them, as far as ſuch a Let 
could, from Treating of Any thing but what e 
Crown exprefly propos'd After that, the Clerg),# 
every Parliament, were conſtantly diſmiſvd, oY 
as they met; and never allow'd to form theme" 
into a Body, or chuſe a Prolocutor. Books weil 
publiſh'd, under the Cover of Great Names, wher 
in it was laid down as Law, that they very 


+ of entering on any Debate whatſoever, 
2 Broad Seal to Impo wer them; That they 
dro Right to Meetꝶ and Sie with the Parliament, 
u only to be Summon d; and that it were no great 
matter, whether they had any ſuch Right of 
tnmon'd, or not, A Practice, ſuitable to this 
taftrine, was coming on apace ; the Convocation 
van were drop d in Ireland; and the Writ for 
or Province here in England was ſtifled, and no 
ads made of it; nor was it known, bow ſoon 
% Writ for the Other might follow. But the 
wrt Circumſtance of all was, that They, who ſhou'd 
ur Screen d the Lower Orders from ſuch Encroach- 
nents 28 theſe, were ſo far miſunderſtood, as to be 
thought Conſenting to them, and in the Meaſures 
i occafion'd them. 
ten high time therefore for the Clergy to take 
E Alrm; to do their utmoſt towards retriev- 
'thoſe Privileges which they had over-look'd, and 
hund preſerving thoſe that were left > And their 
wlarour todo this, was the true Spring and Oc 
pon of the Preſent Struggle. In which, though 
key have met with great Oppoſition, yet are they 
wdiſcourag'd ; becauſe the more Difficulties they 
lad in their way towards Ending this Diſpute, 


(2) 


the more convinc'd' they are that it was abſolutely: 
neceſſary to Begin it. 

I have one Requeſt to leave with the Reader, that 
where-ever in theſe Papers I mention the Biſhops, as 
oppoling the Claim of the Lower Clergy, he would 
underſtand me, not of the Whole Bench, but only of 
a Large Majority of them ; in like manner as their 
Lordſhips defire to be underſtood, when they ſpeak 
of the Proceedings and Pretenſions of the Inferior 
Clergy, For there are (to their Great Honour be it 
ſpoken) ſeveral of that Venerable Body, who have 
all along in this Diſpute diſſented from the Majority 
of their Houſe ; Prelates, of great Experience in 
Church- Affairs, and ſuch as have Sat longer in their 
Sees than almoſt Any of their Order. This gives a 
greater Advantage to the Cauſe of theLower Clergy, 
than the Oppoſition of ſome of their Members doth 
to that-of the Biſhops : fince thoſe Right Reverend 
Perfons, who Above declare for the Lower Houſe,can 
do it only out of a Conviction that their Pretenſions 
are highly Juſt and Reaſonable ; whereas Several of 
thoſe Below, who adhere to the Biſhops, may be ſup- 
pos d to be under ſuch Influences, as will not give 
them leave to be Impartial. 
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